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EDITORIAL 

Now that the European Elections are over, the most important task 
must be to convert the thousands of enquiries the party received 
into members and supporters, and turning a precious few of those 
into new group and branch Organisers and Treasurers. 

Even so, many minds will be turning to the party’s own internal 
leadership election. That presents no problems since the one won’t 
interfere with the other. So aside from covering our European 
Election results, this issue of Patriot is a BNP leadership election 
special. All the background and nearly all the arguments are 
contained within these 36 pages. I say ‘nearly’ because there is one 
significant exception. There should have been one article each 
from the two contenders — current party Chairman John Tyndall 
and BNP Director of Publicity Nick Griffin. Sadly, Mr. Tyndall 
declined to submit an article outlining his vision for the future of the 
party. His decision is very sad. 

That being so, and as the vanguard of the New Nationalism, 
Patriot can do no other than endorse the leadership bid of Nick 
Griffin. He possesses all the attributes necessary to take the party 
forward: intelligence, courage, TV-appeal, energy, charisma, 
dynamism, managerial flair, new ideas, and above all, the one 
quality that has been so woefully lacking — political cunning. In 
addition, at 40 years of age, Mr. Griffin has the right balance of 
experience and youthful vigour. 

Because Mr. Tyndall has not submitted an article for Patriot, I 
decided as editor not to ask Mr. Griffin for an article either. Instead, 
Patriot conducts an interview with Mr. Griffin in order to get to know 
this man better. This is the chance for the ordinary member to find 
out why it is that the vast majority of BNP Organisers and activists 
are backing him for the leadership. 

Some will rightly ask what of Mr. Tyndall? Mr. Tyndall, who has led 
the BNP for seventeen years, should be thanked for his past efforts 
and should continue to play a major role within the party. But at 65, 
the time has now surely come for him to step down from the post he 
has occupied for so long. By stepping down gracefully now, he 
would be remembered as a mighty warrior for our race and nation. 
By clinging on, the good things would inevitably be forgotten as 
the faults are highlighted to make clear why such change is now 
needed. 

This is often the fate of those at the top. Only one Prime Minister 
this century knew when it was time to go — Stanley Baldwin who 
gave a year’s notice that he was to retire from the leadership of the 
Conservative Party. The others failed to notice that they were past 
their peak. Much the same is true of boxers. 

If Mr. Tyndall does not step down and an election is held, then the 
members must give their verdict. 

A new age and a new millennium beckon. It will be an age 
requiring a man of extraordinary ability, a man able to look ahead 
and put into place the structures that will be necessary to carry the 
party forward, and a man able to take on the workload needed to 
help transform our still small party into a truly major player. In all 
honesty, there is only one realistic choice. The party must go with 
the future, and that future is represented by Nick Griffin! 
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INTERVIEW 


NICK GRIFFIN INTERVIEWED 


Patriot SPOTLIGHTS BNP PUBLICITY DIRECTOR AND 
PARTY LEADERSHIP CONTENDER, NICK GRIFFIN 


Patriot : When did you first get involved in Nationalist politics? 

Nick Griffin : I joined the National Front in 1974 at the age of 15, 
after attending a meeting of the local branch in Norwich. Before 
then I’d been briefly involved with the Young Conservatives, 
although I never felt happy with the liberalism which was already 
rotting the Tories from the head down. 

I became active straight away, leafleting, stickering and paper 
selling at every opportunity, particularly during the 1975 
referendum on Britain’s membership of the Common Market. By 
1976 I was secretary of the party’s new group in Ipswich, a 
town which was already quite multi-racial. 

We travelled to all the big NF marches: Hackney, Wood Green, 
Lewisham, Leicester and so on. 

Patriot : You went on to University. Did you experience any trouble 
from the Left there? 

NG: No. By the time I went up to Cambridge in 1977 the Left 
was already in decline. But during my second term I spoke at a 
debate of the Cambridge Union on the motion that “This House 
would ban the National Front”, and I announced that I was an 
NF member. 

A couple of days after I’d had the satisfaction of seeing the 
motion defeated, two hacks from the student newspaper knocked 
on my door. They put the obligatory hatchet job on the front 
page and I was in and out of the rag for the next two years. At 
one stage they printed a picture of my digs, with a big arrow 
pointing to my window. Some members of the Socialist Workers 
Party came around and very bravely put a death threat through 
the letter box, but that was the nearest they got to carrying out 
their various dire threats. 

I was helped by the fact that I had taken up boxing and became 
a regular member of the University team. The opposition knew 
this, but fortunately not so many knew that I was only a 
featherweight! 



Patriot: Have you used your Law degree and, if not, how have 
you earned a living over the years? 

NG: No. I found I couldn’t stand Law, partly perhaps because I 
read History for the first two years, then switched subjects, 
completing what is normally a three-year law course in just one 
year. So I got the second class Honours Degree common for 
University ‘Blues’ (sportsmen who represent Cambridge — and 
win — in major sporting events against Oxford). The only time 
I’ve used it apart from a bit of house conveyancing is in connection 
with politics, primarily when defending myself in Harrow Crown 
Court on a Race Act charge last year. 

In addition to building work — making and erecting steel framed 
farm buildings, I’ve also done a fair bit of forestry. Mainly felling 
and respacing softwoods — backbreaking and distinctly dangerous 
work but very enjoyable. Since taking on the production of each 
issue of Spearhead from May 1996 though, I’ve had no time for 
that, although I still do some building work from time to time, 
and am slowly renovating and extending the family home. 

Patriot: After the disastrous splits of 1979-80, why didn’t you 
leave the NF with John Tyndall? 
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Nick Griffin: BNP Leadership contender 

NG: Together with another key member of the Young National 
Front, I met John Tyndall shortly before he left the party. We 
explained that we agreed with him on the need to remove Martin 
Webster (who, in addition to having a vicious temper and chronic 
inability to delegate, had been widely known for years to be a 
predatory homosexual), but also said that this could be done from 
within the NF, rather than leaving and splitting the party. He told 
us that he had a plan that he was sure would work, and turned 
down our offer of help. So when he produced a petition calling 
for the removal of his long-time colleague, which merely resulted 
in getting everyone who signed it kicked out of the party, we 
stayed on in the Front. My colleagues and I were in our late teens 
or early twenties, but by 1983 we were able to oust Martin Webster 
and set about rebuilding the NF. 

Patriot: For long-standing BNP members, this period of the NF 
is a bit cloudy, could you give a quick overview? 

NG: From 1983, the party entered a period of rapid growth and 
improvement. Among other things, I organised the introduction 
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This organisation was rebuilt from virtually nothing. In fact, it 
was worse than that, because we inherited huge debts from the 
NF’s pre-1980 administration, including tax debts of £18,000 
which arose from the exposure of a fiddled book-keeping system 
run during the late 1970s. And the Excalibur House prestige party 
HQ which was partly destroyed and left to fall into decay through 
party infighting realised only £6,000 when liquidated. 

Patriot: You’ve just mentioned infighting and splits. Have you 
been involved much in such divisions? 

NG : No. I was an ordinary member when the clash between the 
then-Chairman John Kingsley-Read and John Tyndall came. John 
Tyndall wasn’t satisfied when Kingsley-Read gave him the Deputy - 
Chairmanship and that led to the disastrous National Front/National 
Party split of 1975. But the first I knew about that was when the 
news appeared in the national press. That division undoubtedly 
cost us a breakthrough and council seats in 1976. 

Having played a very junior role in the rebuilding of the NF 
after that, I followed along happily as the leadership marched it 
into the PR disaster of the Lewisham march. Following the 1979 
general election and the party disintegrating in a four-way split, I 
remained loyal to the NF, playing an active role in defeating the 
subversion by Paul Kavanagh’s so-called Constitutional Movement. 
I’ve already explained how I then remained in the Front when 
John Tyndall broke away in 1980. 

The split of 1986 in the NF came when Ian Anderson led a 
group that broke away from the party calling itself the NF Support 
Group. Later, Anderson went on to cause division in that group 
too. 1986 wrecked the NF as a political force and reduced the 
splinters to a level at which they were not viable. Further on, the 
party was bedevilled by religious cranks. It was with great sadness 
that I made the decision to leave it in 1989, but there was nothing 
to be done with it, it had ceased to become worth saving. 

Patriot : What about your visit to Libya? 

NG: This followed a pattern set years before by John Tyndall 
when he tried to get money from the Egyptians. The first thing 
we did was to explain that, while we understood Gadaffi wanting 
to hit back at Thatcher and Co. for allowing American jets to use 
British bases for the airstrike which destroyed his home and killed 
his daughter, backing the IRA was not the right way to do it. We 
told them the IRA are a gang of murdering gangsters, and urged 
them to stop supplying them with weapons and explosives which 
were being used against soldiers and civilians alike. The upshot, 
of course, was that we didn’t get a bean. 

Patriot : What would you say are the main lessons you learnt 
from your days in the NF? 

NG: That politics is the art of the possible; that the British people 
have no time for ‘nationalists’ who seek to promote imported 
ideologies; and that even good and necessary changes have to be 
introduced carefully and slowly in order to keep the more 
traditionally-minded elements in the organisation on board. 

Patriot: The job of BNP Leader will be a demanding one. Do you 
have any experience of leading a party? 

NG: Yes. I was Chairman of the NF from 1986-1987. Not as 
long as John Tyndall was, but long enough to know the problems 
involved and how to manage them. 

Patriot: What did you do after you left the NF? 

NG: I helped to found the International Third Position, which I 
and a number of colleagues believed would act as a ‘resource 
centre’ to provide help and experience such as cheap printing 
facilities and political training to all nationalists. However, it rapidly 
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Nick Griffin (left) landing a punch on an Oxford opponent 


became clear that it was firmly in the hands of the same clique of 
religious cranks who had already earned the NF a well-deserved 
reputation of ideological crazyness. At about this time 1 lost my 
left eye and by the time I was finished with a year of operations 
and recuperation, the ITP had gone down a political dead end. 

Patriot: How did you lose your eye? 

NG: In an accident in France in 1991. 

Patriot: When and how did you get involved with the BNP? 

NG: A friend attended the big York Hall annual rally in 1992 and 
gave me some BNP literature, including a copy of a Croydon 
branch bulletin called The Rune. I thought it had a certain lively 
spark and wrote to the editor offering help. 

I did an article for the following issue and agreed to speak at a 
Croydon branch meeting. While there, I met Eddy Butler who 
told me that he believed that the party would win a council seat in 
East London before too long. Frankly, 1 thought it a little unlikely, 
but I had already met enough bright young BNP recruits to have 
become convinced that the party had the potential to make real 
progress, and that I too should get involved. So from the Spring 
of 1993 I started to do more writing and I spoke at a number of 
other meetings around the country. 

Patriot: When you first got involved in the party, you were 
regarded as something of an old-style nationalist hardliner. When 
did you become a moderniser, and why? 

NG: When I found Eddy Butler, Michael Newland and others 
trying to change the party, and when I saw the way in which 
C18 were exploiting natural resistance to change to cause 
widespread disruption, I was struck by the close similarity between 
the situation of the BNP and of the NF in the 1980s. It looked as 
if the proponents of change were once again going “too far, too 
fast”. It was only later I learned that in many areas of the country, 
the BNP was still stuck in the dead end of confrontational ‘politics’ 
and really did need to change. 

Despite that, I am proud that The Rune was the first BNP 
publication to slam C18, thereby breaking the air of untouchability 
which the State nark Charlie Sargent had sought to build. 

As for becoming a ‘moderniser’, it was partly the result of 
coming to understand the party better as I spent more time in it. 
I took over the production of Spearhead in May 1996, and was 
editor in all but name until July this year. This naturally brought 
me into closer contact with far more organisers and activists, 
whose views and problems proved helpful in forming a more 
rounded assessment of the party’s position and future needs. 

The process was completed by experiencing the way in which 
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the provocateurs working on the failed Cook Report entrapment 
were so keen to be able to present us as a gang of thugs and hot¬ 
headed extremists. I was also forced to think long and hard by 
the fact that the police also went out of their way to ensure that 
The Mind-Benders expose of Zionist influence in the media came 
out despite their Race Act raid on my home [see last Patriot — 
Ed.] My conclusion that the BNP had to make a serious, concerted 
and sustained drive towards the mainstream was only reinforced 
by discussions with senior figures in the Front National , who 
made it clear that they regarded similar moves as the fundamental 
reason for the huge strides forward by the FN from 1980 
onwards. 

Patriot: What did you do during the 1997 general election? 

NG: Basically, by editing and producing Spearhead behind the 
scenes I freed John Tyndall to deal with the campaign preparations 
more effectively than would otherwise have been possible. I did 
the design and DTP work for everything but the cover of the 
manifesto, which was quite a major job. I also continued to speak 
at meetings around the country, which always help boost morale 
and funds. 

For about six months after the election I continued with my 
normal Spearhead work. But by the start of 1998 I was beginning 
to grow increasingly concerned over the party’s slow 
development and missed publicity opportunities. Only one new 
leaflet had been produced, for example, so leafleting was dying 
away, and recruitment with it. I therefore started taking such 
jobs on myself. I then found out, almost by accident, that the 
party didn’t send out regular Organisers’ Bulletins, so I offered 
to put that right as well. The very infrequent appearance of 
Members’ Bulletins was the next gap to fill. 

By the middle of last year, I was appointed Director of Publicity, 
although the title merely formalised a role that I was already 
doing. It did, however, give me a position from which to push 
some of the organisational improvements that the party obviously 
needed. 

Patriot: Do you get paid for this work? 

NG: Yes. A flat rate of £100 per month plus piece rates of, for 


example, £25 for each Organisers’ Bulletin and each new national 
leaflet. I’m not in this game for the money, but the mortgage and 
car bills have to be paid. 

Patriot: What’s your proudest moment? 

NG: Difficult. But I can name three particular high-points: Standing 
in the ring in front of a stunned Oxford crowd having put my 
opponent down on the canvass three times in the first minute of 
the first round; the birth of my first child; and finding I was the 
most senior person present to give about sixty NF members in 
Stockport the option for anyone with a dodgy heart or a suspended 
sentence hanging over them to slip quietly onto a train before we 
marched through a crowd of hundreds of frenzied Reds and 
‘ethnics’. Not one of our people moved. So we set off together 
through a hail of bricks and bottles, and reached the place where 
we were to have our meeting. We’re never going to return to 
those days of futile confrontation, but the bravery of our people 
and the comradeship we all felt remains an inspiring memory. 

Patriot: You live in Mid-Wales. How does that place you 
geographically when it comes to travelling about the country to 
meetings or on urgent party business? 

NG: Very well. I’m practically in the middle of Britain, just a 
short run from the Black Country and the M5/M6 motorways. 
Furthermore, our rapidly growing use of the Internet, with e- 
mail and video conferencing, means that key party officials can 
be as closely in touch as if we were all working in the same 
building. After a visit to the over-centralised FN headquarters in 
St. Cloud last Spring, I coined the phrase ‘virtual headquarters’ 
and produced a set of proposals to create just that. So far only 
some of these have been put into operation, but their success has 
shown that the concept is sound and practical. It is something 
that I intend to develop further still once I have the authority to 
do so. 

Patriot: It can’t be denied that, following your nomination for 
the post of party leader, John Tyndall has said some pretty bitter 
things about you. What is your reaction to this? 

NG: It saddens me, but I suppose knowing John Tyndall it’s 

inevitable. I certainly do not intend to 
respond in kind. The membership’s 
decision as to who is better able to lead 
the BNP in the next phase of its growth 
in the new Millennium should be made 
on solid grounds such as organisational 
ability and PR skills, not on account 
of weird rumours and lies which 
reflect more on those who whisper 
them than on their would-be targets. 
I’ve got a pretty thick skin though, and 
I expect that once it’s all over everyone 
concerned will adjust to the new 
position and continue working to 
further our cause. 

Patriot: Everyone actively involved in 
the party knows that you have had a 
huge impact on its organisation, image 
and morale in recent years. Will you 
be able to keep this up when you also 
have to deal with the work and 
responsibilities of the party leader? 
NG: Keep it up? I’m going to step it 
up! Being in the position not only to 
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propose organisational and political 
improvements, but also to have the authority 
and the budget to put them into practice 
promptly and efficiently, will mean that a lot 
more will get done. I’ll be looking to pull 
together teams of key officials, activists and 
underused, talented supporters to explore and 
exploit opportunities for us in all sorts of fields. 

Initiatives like the Media Monitoring Unit and 
Land & People may have had quite an impact, 
but we haven’t even begun to scratch the 
surface of the potential for establishing Teams 
and Circles in all sorts of fields. 

There’s so much to be done, and we have 
the people to do it, provided the party leadership 
uses its position to facilitate and guide, rather 
than dominate and stifle initiative. 

Patriot: You have a phenomenal vision and 
work-rate when it comes to such matters, but 
do you think you might burn yourself out? 

NG: No. If my work-rate looks high compared with old BNP 
practice then that’s a problem of the past, not for me. It’s because 
there’s a lot to be done that someone’s got to do the work. I burn 
the candle at both ends when necessary but I pace myself as 
well. I relax in various ways. We always try to have two week- 
long family breaks each year - and the mobile ’phone gets left 
behind! From day to day I spend time with our livestock - pigs 
and sheep at present - and in the garden. We couldn’t afford to 
feed our four children if I didn’t grow a fair proportion of our 
food. While we avoid junk TV with its endless soaps and politically 
correct propaganda, we do watch a couple of videos a week. 
Finally, my wife is a senior nurse working all sorts of strange 
shifts so I often spend quite a bit of time cooking, something 
which I enjoy and find provides an ideal break. 

I’m 40, fit, drink an average of three beers and a bottle of wine 
per week and have never smoked, so I’m good for a few years 
yet! 

Patriot: What changes will you introduce into the BNP? 

NG: Everyone in the party has already benefited from some of 
the changes I’ve already brought about over the last few years. 
Regular members’ and organisers’ bulletins; publicity work 
involving videos and the Internet; the exploration of new avenues 
for campaigning — such as British Countryman , and the diesel 
price and ‘Buy British beef’ demonstrations. Then there is the 
development of teams, such as the Media Monitoring Unit , and 
our special interest group circles. 

Future change will build on existing achievments. Although 
party activists want change, there will be no change for change’s 
sake. One area which does need urgent attention is the party’s 
administration, which is in danger of being overwhelmed by extra 
work created by our recent progress. In general terms, I believe 
we need to decentralise our administrative operations, splitting 
them up so that more people take on specific roles. 

Finally, the marked increase in our percentage vote in a ring of 
seats on the outer edge of London shows that we need to find ways 
to create and fund a mobile team whose main job is to work new 
areas, meeting up with recent enquirers and giving them the help 
they need to get things off the ground. The ideal person for this 
would be Richard Edmonds, with his experience and knack of 
enthusing people for activities such as leafleting and canvassing. 
I see this becoming an important part of our operations. 
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Patriot: What will be your Number One priority once you take 
over? 

NG: Developing structures to put the BNP on a sound, self- 
sustaining financial footing. We have enough people and enough 
talent to build a network of businesses and self-help schemes. 
And there are already several exciting ideas and developments in 
the pipeline.We need to make an individual’s decision to join the 
BNP something which brings them financial and personal 
advantages, rather than being the form of economic and social 
suicide which active involvement in nationalist politics has often 
been in the past. 

Patriot: Can we win? 

NG: Yes. The external circumstances are excellent; we have an 
experienced hardcore and we are attracting the right kinds of 
people, although we need to find ways to connect more directly 
with young people. I often think that our opponents understand 
our potential better than some of our own people, which is why 
they over-react whenever the BNP crops up. 

I have no doubt that, with skilful management and political 
organisation, the BNP can become a credible contender for power. 
I’m not necessarily the man to lead it to the commanding heights 
of government though. True, there are no ‘Nazi’ pictures from 
my past, but the media will still do their best to demonise me. 
Personally, I’m proud of my conviction under the liberal-fascist 
Race Laws, but there may come a time when even such minor 
smears might become a handicap. 

At that point I would be glad to take an organisational role in 
the party’s backrooms, leaving the job of fronting our public 
image to a man or woman who presents even less of a target for 
the controlled media. But that’s a long way off and, until that 
point is reached, I can take the party a lot further forward than it 
is at present. Real organisational progress, building the party in 
terms of depth as well as breadth, is there for the making; we 
can take more of the steps used over the last two years to break 
down harmful stereotypes and to manipulate the media into 
improving our image; in short, we can modernise this party to 
take advantage of the opportunities racing up to meet us 

Patriot: Are you the right person to lead that process? 

NG: I’m certain of it. 

Patriot: So are we. Thank you for the interview. © 
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ANALYSIS 


Tony Lecomber takes a look at... 

EURO ELECTION 1999 


T he first thing to be noted 
about Euro ’99 from the 
party’s standpoint were the 
objectives that the party set 
itself for the contest. First 
and foremost, the aim was to fight the 
widest campaign possible to reinforce the 
party’s mark made in the General Election 
of two years ago and, secondly, thereby 
to secure the largest number of enquiries 
possible, and out of those to find the next 
generation of members, activists and 
Organisers. 

In the event, the party surpassed itself 
by contesting not just a few regions in 
England but all of England and Scotland 
as well. Fifteen million election 
addresses went out all over the country 
achieving near blanket coverage in 
London, the South West, North West 
and East Midlands, blanket coverage in 
the West Midlands and 850,000 going 
out in Scotland. Lesser numbers went 
out in England North East, England East 
and in England South East — although 
Kent was blanketed. 

Fifteen million leaflets is around twice 
the number that the National Front 
managed at its height in 1979. The 
numbers ofleaflets involved meant that 
the leaflets provided the main thrust of 
the campaign rather than the TV 
broadcast. The broadcast was, as in 
1997, filmed by the party’s own camera 
team and provided hundreds of 
enquiries on its own by telephone as 
well as hundreds more by post. A 
steady stream of enquiries also came 
in from the Internet, although the lion’s 
share of the enquiries came in from the 15 
million leaflets which went out. 

This confirms the tentative conclusion 
from the 1997 General Election based on 
the East London experience. In East 
London and surrounding areas, thirteen 
seats were contested out of seventeen. By 
far the biggest proportion of enquiries came 
in from the election addresses. This gave 
rise to the remark in the debate over what 
proportion of enquiries come in from the 
TV broadcast and from the election 
address, that “the leaflet is king.” 

Now that the party, although still 


comparitively small, can (just about) match 
the big boys for coverage — at least in a 
Euro Election — the importance of TV 
compared to election addresses is going to 
fade. This is probably a good thing, since 
the TV schedulers seem loathe to screen 
any political party broadcast at a sensible 
hour. BBC1 screened the party’s p.p.b. at 
10.30pm, BBC2 at 11.15pm and ITV at 
11.20pm. Channel 4 weren’t screening any 
p.p.b.s at all this time and Channel 5 refused 
to screen the party’s p.p.b. at all. 


With the party making its mark nationally 
twice in two years and with thousands of 
enquiries on their way, the party’s election 
campaign had succeeded before the first 
vote had even been cast or counted, 
providing the BNP with a larger support 
base upon which to build for the future. 

The other benefit the party derived from 
this campaign was, for the first time ever, 
the creation of a party ‘machine’. It was 
evident for anyone in close contact that, 
while small, the machine worked. The 
Media Monitoring Unit , National Press 
Officer and the party’s regional press 


officers worked efficiently — smoothly 
putting forward the party’s message, 
forwarding candidate’s biographies & 
photos, short statements as well as 
rebutting smear attempts. At the same time, 
the people directing the party’s Internet 
operation mirrored the job of the party’s 
press officers thus pre-empting many press 
enquiries from those who had bothered to 
check online first. At the same time, the 
party’s p.p.b. was up there in cyberspace 
for those who missed it first time round 
and, most importantly, so was the 
party’s manifesto written by Nick 
Griffin. The virtual launch of the party’s 
campaign on the Internet was both 
imaginative, attention-grabbing and was 
the single thing that the BNP did better 
than any other party. 

With the close of poll, the second 
thing to immediately strike home was 
the dismal turnout of 23 per cent. Even 
the added interest of a parliamentary by- 
election in Leeds central couldn’t raise 
the turnout there to 20%. Turnouts in 
some areas were as low as 17% (inner 
London), 15% in West Bromwich and 
16% in Sunderland. One polling district 
in Sunderland recorded a turnout of just 
1 Vi per cent! 

There are three possible reasons for 
this. The first is that voters decided that 
the contest was a big yawn; the second 
that the new voting system 
disenfranchising the public from voting 
for a specific candidate turned people 
off; and the third is that the Labour party 
didn’t try very hard because the higher 
profile the election, the more the public 
would associate unpopular moves to scrap 
the pound with Labour. Labour therefore 
spoke quietly about education and hospitals 
instead of Europe. In doing so, the public 
barely realised there was an election taking 
place at all. Certainly all three factors come 
into the reckoning, although how much can 
be attributed to any one is speculative. 

When the votes were finally counted, the 
British National Party vote was just under 
103,000 nationally for 1.1 per cent of the 
total poll. 

One of the small but important things to 
have hurt our campaign was the failure by 
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BNP European Election Results 1999 

Region 

Vote 

Per Cent 

Scotland 

3,729 

0.38 

England North East 

3,505 

0.91 

England North West 

13,587 

1.34 

England East 

9,356 

0.94 

Yorkshire & Humber 

8,911 

1.20 

East Midlands 

9,342 

1.29 

West Midlands 

14,344 

1.69 

London 

17,960 

1.57 

England South East 

12,161 

0.82 

England South West 

9,752 

0.94 


the party leader to include the words ‘Save 
Our Sterling’ on the ballot paper. The BNP 
was first on the paper and these words, 
which had been agreed at a leadership 
conference well in advance, would have 
won the party many votes which ultimately 
went to UKIP — the UK Independence 
Party. 

This ommission is doubly dissapointing 
since there was plenty of time to have 
included the words on the ballot paper and 
which were also featured on the party’s 
election address. Much support for the 
party’s policy of saving the pound was, 
thus, sadly lost. This is illustrated by an 
incident in the North East. In a solid Labour 
heartland, a BNP team were driving around 
loud-speakering in Sunderland the day 
before the election. Pulling up at some 
traffic lights where some 40 people were 
waiting to cross from one side to the other, 
our man called out: “Save Our Sterling, 
save our pound, vote British National 
Party.” Sections of this small crowd 
spontaneously cheered! Cheery waves and 
thumbs-up signs accompanied our team 
where ever they went. 

Another lost opportunity was the 
Channel 5 refusal to screen the party’s 
p.p.b. on the spurious grounds that they 
were only screening p.p.b.s for parties 
standing in Wales and Northern Ireland too. 
No such consideration seemed to apply to 
the SNP or Plaid Cymru however! 

This nonsense should have been the 
subject of legal action but wasn’t. Had a 
more agressive attitude been shown, 
considerable publicity could have been won 
which would have gone a long way to 
raising the party’s profile at a time when it 
was being given the silent treatment from 
the media, unless of course something 
unfavourable could be said! 

The election results themselves are fairly 
mediocre. The overall average of 1.1%, 
while just outside the crank catagory, is 


hardly inspiring. 

Nevertheless, there are a 
number of points to give 
cause for cheer. Firstly, 

Euro ’99 was the most 
complete test for British 
Nationalism ever and this 
result is steady on the 
previous most complete test 
for Nationalism in 1979. 

Then, the NF took 1% of 
the vote. This time, the 
result is only marginally 
better but has been 
accomplished across a far 
wider area — double that of 
1979. Secondly, in the seats 
that the party contested in 
1997 (in the General 
Election) the votes are 
mostly up and, in some cases, up 
dramatically. 

There is, as it happens, one further point 
of comparison with 1979. In 1979, it is 
widely acknowledged that Thatcher robbed 
the NF of its vote. In 1999 the thief was 
UKIP. 

In the General Election of 1997, the BNP 
generally got the better of UKIP. In the 
Uxbridge by-election just after, the BNP 
thrashed UKIP picking up more than five 
times its share of the vote. UKIP lost out 
to the Monster Raving Loonies and many 
thought that UKIP was dead and buried. 

This time around, UKIP has come from 
nowhere to hoover up, seemingly, the 
entire anti-EU vote, winning three Euro 
seats in the process. 

Even the Conservatives ran a ‘sceptical’ 
campaign with the ridiculous slogan ‘In 
Europe, not run by Europe’. Not a few 
political commentators remarked upon this 
slogan’s inherent contradiction. 

Of the 55 seats contested in 1997, eight 
of the party’s votes are down and 47 are 

The eight votes to 
go down include all 
three of the party’s 
deposit saving 
constituencies last 
time: Poplar & 
Canning Town, 
Bethnal Green & 
Bow and 

Dewsbury. Also 
down are the two 
Newham 
constituencies of 
East Ham and West 
Ham. The four 
London seats were 


very likely affected by the fall-out from 
the nail-bomb blast that The Mirror tried 
to associate with the party. The Dewsbury 
decline is simply a lack of work there since 
1997. 

The other results to have gone down are 
Ilford South — down by a decimal point 
and two in Scotland. These latter would 
have been squeezed by the titanic struggle 
between Labour and the SNP. 

The good news is that elsewhere, the 
party’s results are all up. Even taking the 
eight votes which went down, compared 
to 1997, the party’s average over these 55 
constituencies is up from 1.45% in 1997 
to 1.95%. This may not seem like a large 
jump, but it means that the party’s average 
vote across these seats is up by a third. 
Some did better still. Seats more than 
doubling their percentage included: Batley 
& Spen; Bexleyheath & Crayford; 
Birmingham Northfield; Birmingham Perry 
Barr; Bristol N.W.; Calder Valley; 
Edmonton; Charnwood; Leicester W.; 
Morley & Rothwell; and Old Bexley & 
Sidcup. Others close to doubling their 
percentages included Stoke-on-Trent 
South and Croydon South. In nearby 
Carshalton & Wallington the vote trebled 
as it did in Bournemouth West as well as in 
Uxbridge (on the 1997 by-election), while 
in Gillingham it nearly quadrupled. 

In the North West, the regional average 
(1.34%) exceeds the highest regional vote 
last time (1.32%) in Rossendale & Darwen. 
Furthermore, the poll revealed a whole 
clutch of constituencies around the 3V2% 
mark — Blackburn 3.5% (three times the 
1997 Nat-Dem vote), Hyndburn 3.35%, 
Oldham West & Royton 3.56%, Pendle 
3.27% and Burnley 3.7%. 
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In London, increased votes in the 
suburbs, marking white flight areas stand 
the party in good stead as the old East End 
wilts under further immigration and white 
flight. Votes in Barking, up to 4.95% from 
2.71% in 1997; Dagenham 4.7% (2.49% 
in 1997); Romford 2.25% (1.24%) and 
first time results of 2.33% in neighbouring 
Upminster and 2.5% in Hornchurch go 
someway to creating this polo mint effect 
which goes beyond the London region to 
areas just outside like Epping Forest in 
Eastern region which polled 2.3% (1.4%). 
Back in London, Hayes & Harlington 
2.63%, Feltham & Heston 2.29% (1.46%), 
Chingford & Woodford Green 2.72% 
(2.38%). Erith & Thamesmead 2.28% 
(1.73%), Bexleyheath & Crayford 2.01% 
(0.89%), Eltham 2.02% (1.13%), 
Edmonton 2.21% (0.97%), Uxbridge 
2.01% (0.64%), Mitcham & Morden 
2.05% (1.09%) add to it. 

In Scotland while the Glasgow 
constituencies came in mostly above the 
Scottish average, it was the rural Western 
Isles which topped the BNP’s Scottish poll 
with 0.77%, while the Glasgow Springburn 
result of 0.7% was enough to see off the 
UKIP candidate. 

In the North East, Sunderland North, 
Sunderland South and South Shields saw 
above average votes of 1.87%, 1.62% and 
1.8% which offers the promise of potential 
in this old Labour heartland at a time when 
Labour is abandoning its core supporters. 
As one Sunderland woman was quoted 
close to the polling station which recorded 
a IVi per cent turnout: “My father and 
mother would always vote, but what’s the 



The BNP's Save Our Sterling logo: 
This issue hasn 7 gone away! 
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point? This government has sickened 
everybody. We all voted Labour but we’re 
worse off than under the Tories.” Clearly, 
the potential in these old Labour heartlands 
for the BNP is massive. 

Aside from the dissapointing Dewsbury 
result, all the results in Yorkshire were up. 
Batley & Spen recorded 2.23% up from 
1.01% in 1997, Bradford West took 2.79% 
(1.84%), Calder Valley 1.58% (0.76%) and 
Morley & Rothwell 1.8% (0.83%). 
Goodish first time results were also 
obtained in Bradford South 2.6%, Bradford 
North 2.56% and Halifax 2.14%. 
Underlying the surge of enquiries from S. 
Yorkshire were reasonable votes in 
Sheffield of just under 2 per cent. 

In Eastern England, apart from Epping 
Forest, already mentioned, there was 
Broxbourne which came in at 2.38% 
(1.3%) and goodish first time results in 
Castle Point 1.96%, Southend E. & 
Rochford 2% and even 1.57% in rural 
North Essex. 

The East Midlands provided increased 
votes for Blaby 1.7% (0.98%) despite non¬ 
delivery of election material, a doubling of 
the vote in Leicester West 1.5% (0.74%) 
and interestingly good results in rural 
Lincolnshire: Boston & Skegness 1.8%, S. 
Holland 1.6% and Louth & Horncastle 
1.8%. Derby North also recorded 1.6% 
which is four times the NF vote there in 
1992. Amber Valley notched up 2%. 

Concern over refugees clearly helped the 
party in the South East, with North Thanet 
making 2.07% and South Thanet 1.89%. 
Dover made 1.4% and Medway 1.98%. 

In the South West the party recorded a 
doubling of the vote in Bristol North West 


1.02% (0.48%) and goodish first time 
results in Bristol South 1.4% and Plymouth 
Devonport 1.65%. 

The West Midlands had a good election 
with every vote up. As with the North 
West, the party’s average (1.69%) this time 
is higher than the highest regional vote in 
1997 (Stoke Central 1.51%). Perry Barr 
took 2.38% (1.19%), Northfield 2.49% 
(0.87%), Stoke South 2.41% (1.23%) and 
Stoke Central 2.35% (1.51 %). Other good 
first time results came in Birmingham 
Hodge Hill 3.33%, West Bromwich East 
3.26%, Birmingham Lady wood 2.18% (up 
on the combined 1.8% NF/Nat-Dem vote 
of 1997), Walsall North 2.73% (more than 
double the 1.1% NF vote in ’97), Dudley 
North 3.43%, Halesowen 2.3% (double the 
Nat-Dem vote of ’97), Warley 2.85% and 
the region’s highest vote in West Bromwich 
West 4.54%. 

Altogether, there were fifty 
constituencies that achieved votes of 
between 2% and 3% while more than a 
dozen achieved votes in excess of 3%. 
Compared to the party’s results of 1997, 
the vote is higher and it is more evenly 
spread. 

The BNP was also able to fend off the 
far left. In the two regions (North West 
and London) that the party stood against 
the Communist Party of Gt. Britain in the 
guise of Weekly Worker, the BNP easily 
bested them. Indeed, in one constituency, 
WW took just 4 votes! 

The Socialist Party of Gt. Britain were 
also easily fended off in the only region 
that they contested (North East). 

The Socialist Alliance/Scottish Socialist 
Party (ex-Militant) and the BNP came out 
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with one region apiece in Scotland (for the SSP) and the West 
Midlands (for the BNP). 

The only far left group to edge the party was Alternative 
Labour in the only regions which they contested — Yorkshire 
and the East Midlands, but the BNP saw off Scargill’s Socialist 
Labour in seven out of the ten regions. 

At the same time, the BNP and the Pro-Euro Conservative 
Party shared the honours as each came out in front with five 
regions apiece. 

Even so, and despite local successes, the party’s mediocre 
showing must be faced up to. It is certainly true that the 
feedback from around the country suggests that much of 
‘our’ vote didn’t turn out. Then again, with a national turnout 
of only 23% this must be true across the board. 

The party’s anti-EU stance is clearly popular — as 
unfortunately demonstrated by UKIP They were helped by 
their £ 1 million advertising budget and regular plugs by a media 
which simultaneously denied the BNP’s existance in this 
election by omission — and when it was mentioned, the party’s 
popular anti-EU stance was not. This was deliberate and will 
only be combatted as the party grows stronger and acquires a 
more powerful voice. 

The BNP’s main problem was that the election was tailor- 
made for UKIP The BNP could, of course, have stressed 
themes such as law and order and immigration so as not to be 
‘trumped’ by UKIP’s anti-EU message. However, that would 
have led the party straight back to a one policy ghetto. 

The real question is what next? Will UKIP overshadow the 
BNP in the arena where the party made its first, and will make 
its next, breakthrough — the local ward? In answering this, 
the party’s performance in the council elections barely a month 
before the Euro poll cannot be ignored. True, they were by 
implication in our better areas but averages of 5.2% in 
Yorkshire and 7.9% in the W. Mids. with a best vote of 17.2% 
are not made nul and void by region-wide Euro averages of 
1.2% and 1.69%. 

For the BNP, this election has strengthened the party’s 
organisation. And, taken together with UKIP’s known lack of 
national organisation and its single issue platform, the BNP is 
unlikely to be troubled by UKIP at council level. Now that the 
BNP has accomplished all of its pre-election aims and the 
voting public has proved once again ready to turn to non- 
establishment parties, there’s all to play for! © 
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BNP 1997/1999 Results Comparison Table 

Constituency 

'97 % 

’99 % 

% Change 

Aldershot 

0.59 

0.73 

123 

Ashfield 

1.18 

1.56 

132 

Barking 

2.71 

4.95 

183 

Batley & Spen 

1.01 

2.23 

221 

Bethnal Green & Bow 

7.5 

4.28 

57 

Bexleyheath & Crayford 

0.89 

2.01 

226 

Birmingham Northfield 

0.87 

2.49 

286 

Birmingham Perry Barr 

1.19 

2.38 

200 

Blaby 

0.98 

1.7 

173 

Bournemouth West 

0.40 

. 1.42 

355 

Bradford West 

1.84 

2.79 

152 

Bristol North West 

0.48 

1.02 

212 

Broxbourne 

1.3 

2.38 

183 

Calder Valley 

0.76 

1.58 

208 

Carshalton & Wallington 

0.54 

1.65 

305 

Chamwood 

0.93 

1.9 

204 

Chingford & Woodford Green 

2.38 

2.72 

114 

Clydesdale 

0.68 

0.49 

72 

Coventry South 

0.65 

1.22 

187 

Croydon South 

0.65 

1.27 

195 

Dagenham 

2.49 

4.7 

188 

Dartford 

0.82 

1.15 

140 

Dewsbury 

5.18 

2.83 

55 

East Ham 

3.15 

2.46 

78 

Edmonton 

0.97 

2.21 

228 

Eltham 

1.13 

2.02 

179 

Enfield North 

1.24 

2.05 

165 

Epping Forest 

1.4 

2.3 

164 

Erith & Thamesmead 

1.73 

2.28 

132 

Feltham & Heston 

1.46 

2.29 

157 

Gillingham 

0.38 

1.43 

376 

Glasgow Govan 

0.46 

0.58 

126 

Glasgow Shettleston 

0.71 

0.57 

80 

Hackney S & Shoreditch 

1.57 

1.7 

108 

Harlow 

0.67 

0.93 

139 

Ilford North 

1.54 

1.42 

92 

Ilford South 

1.16 

1.86 

160 

Kingswood 

0.48 

0.91 

190 

Leicester West 

0.74 

1.5 

203 

Leominster 

0.58 

0.89 

153 

Mitcham & Morden 

1.09 

2.05 

188 

Morley & Rothwell 

0.83 

1.8 

217 

Old Bexley & Sidcup 

0.81 

2.00 

247 

Poplar & Canning Town 

7.26 

4.95 

68 

Reading East 

0.47 

0.78 

166 

Reading West 

0.66 

1.23 

186 

Rochdale 

1.36 

1.39 

102 

Romford 

1.24 

2.25 

182 

Rossendale & Darwen 

1.32 

2.28 

173 

Sherwood 

0.76 

0.84 

110 

Southwark N & Bermondsey 

1.75 

2.46 

140 

Stoke-on-Trent Central 

1.51 

2.35 

156 

Stoke-on-Trent South 

1.23 

2.41 

196 

Taunton 

0.52 

0.93 

179 

Uxbridge 

0.64 

2.01 

314 

West Ham 

3.56 

2.87 

81 
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THE BNP LEADERSHIP 

Patriot looks at the background to the 
BNP’s first ever leadership contest 


I t is a remarkable fact that, as stated 
in the last issue of Patriot , whoever 
wins the party’s leadership election 
being held in September, that 
person will be the first ever elected 
leader of the party since the BNP formed 17 
years ago, when Mr. Tyndall was 
unanimously declared leader by the 
assembled delegates. 

Since most BNP members were 
expecting an agreed hand-over between 
Mr. Tyndall, 65, and Mr. Griffin, 40, many 
were caught by surprise when they 
discovered that the issue was to be put to 
the membership instead. The expectation 
of an agreed hand-over was natural since 
Mr. Tyndall had himself said some three 
years ago to various people that he would 
be looking to hand over the reigns to a 
younger man “in about two years time.” 

Mr. Griffin, and others, were somewhat 
surprised therefore when, a year after Mr. 
Tyndall himself had reckoned to be 
expecting to take more of a back seat role, 
Mr. Tyndall proposed at the beginning of 
February an amendment to the party’s 
constitution that would make it impossible 
for Mr. Griffin to even be nominated for the 
party’s leadership before the year 2002, 
some three years away. Mr. Tyndall’s 
“two years” had suddenly become six! 

Once Mr. Tyndall’s proposed constit¬ 
utional changes became apparent, senior 
BNP officers urged Mr. Griffin to put his 
nomination forward this year. 

So while the majority of members were 
expecting an agreed hand-over at some 
point over the next year or two, the 
leadership contest has been triggered by 
Mr. Tyndall’s proposed changes to the 
constitution. What makes the leadership 
contest extraordinary, however, is that 
within the agreed hand-over theory, Mr. 
Griffin is the explicitly acknowledged 
future of the party while Mr. Tyndall 
represents the past. With Mr. Tyndall 
seeking to add to his 17-year incumbency, 
the members will now have to vote on h! 
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The ordinary party member needs to 
understand why those senior party 
members urged Mr. Griffin not to wait. 
Principally, it was because being at the top 
of the party, and having the best 
opportunity to observe most closely Mr. 
Tyndall’s performance, they realised that 
his leadership is deficient. In addition, the 
proposals for constitutional change made it 
quite clear that Mr. Tyndall desired to 
perpetuate his own leadership indefinitely, 
which would be highly damaging for the 
party when it needs vibrant new leadership 
now. 

At this point, the ordinary party member 
might be excused for asking: If Mr. 
Tyndall’s leadership is lacking, then why is 
the party doing so well? 

CHANGE 

The answer is that the party is currently 
forging ahead because people other than 
the present party leader have been driving 
the BNP forward. It was Eddy Butler who 
was the main inspiration for the party 
winning the Millwall council election in 
1993; it was the now sadly departed Dave 
Bruce who first suggested the party mount 
the 50 seat campaign for the 1997 General 
Election; it was Bruce Cowd and Tony 
Lecomber who first suggested contesting 
this year’s European Elections; and it has 
been Nick Griffin whose organisational 
improvements have had such an impact 
upon the efficiency of the party — 
absurdly simple things, like regular 
bulletins for members, organisers and 
treasurers, which had not been done 
before. 

It has also been Nick Griffin who has 
most effectively taken the party’s message 
to the media, as evidenced in the Sunday 
Times magazine of April 10th which gave 
Nick six pages to articulate the party’s 
growing success. As Director of Publicity, 
Nick has produced a whole new range of 
strikingly successful leaflets. And the 
whole British Countryman concept was 


his too. British Countryman revolution¬ 
ised the public’s and media’s perception of 
the BNP. It was never simply about 
recruiting a few farmers, although that’s 
always welcome. It was about launching a 
concerted drive that could not be ignored 
by the media. For possibly the first time, 
the media were forced to admit that the 
BNP had more than one policy. This was a 
major breakthrough — and the brain 
behind it was Nick Griffin’s. 

These observations strike right to the 
heart of what leadership is and what a 
leader must do. 

Mr. Tyndall’s refusal to outline his 
vision for the party may be because he 
lacks any such vision. Or it may be that, 
at 65, he knows he can’t realistically 
provide the dynamic, visionary leadership 
that any still small and radical party 
needs over a sustained period if it is to 
make the huge strides necessary to 
break into the mainstream. 

Mr. Tyndall as party leader cannot, of 
course, have been expected to do 
everything. But what should be expected is 
that the party leader provide the 
framework, the direction and the ideas 
necessary to initiate and sustain growth 
and political advance — and when the ideas 
come from another, that he back them 
when good and reject them when not. 

There has, unfortunately, been no clear 
lead from Mr. Tyndall as to the party’s 
direction. Worse, when a winning idea did 
emerge, Mr. Tyndall gave every impression 
of negating it. So it was that Eddy Butler, 
who master-minded the BNP’s council 
election win in Millwall, resigned from the 
party. This was after Mr. Tyndall stated 
that he thought the way forward for the 
party was through more demonstrations 
and marches to attract ‘the red-blooded 
element’. This was, of course, the same 
element which in the immediate aftermath 
of victory in Millwall was unable to partake 
in any real political activity at all and 
deserted the party en masse. 
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In the event, Mr. 

Tyndall’s disastrous 
return to the streets 1 7): 

was never implimented, 
but only due to a 
complete lack of support 
within the party for the 
failed march and demo 
strategy of the past. The first attempt to go 
back ‘to the streets’ came in January 1996 
with a counter-demo in Leicester. There 
were just two-dozen BNP members 
present. It became apparent that most of 
the country’s units had boycotted it. After 
that, Mr. Tyndall reluctantly had to accept 
that the majority of the party wanted real 
politics and not ‘marches, demos and 
punch-ups’ as in the past. 

While readers will have seen that Mr. 
Griffin was urged to stand for election this 

Patriot Summer 1999 


BRUCE COWD, e out h West England 

Or^*S*>iiminsham branch BHP 

Membership number 4057 4/ 

Organise^Soblb Wales branch BNP < 

Membership number: 5161 

COLIN SMITH n „ rtford branch BNP 
Organiser Bexley & signed. 

Membership number. 3960 


GEORGE JEFFREY, 

Land & People internet 
Membership number. 5( 


■; 5636 


$0 


year by 
senior party colleagues, what 
readers may not know is that Mr. Griffin is 
supported by an overwhelming majority 
of the party’s Organisers (85%) and 
activists (80%). 

It is also a fact that, aside from the 
Organisers who have nominated Mr. 
Griffin for the leadership, at least another 
dozen Organisers have written to Mr. 
Tyndall asking him to stand down for the 
good of the party. 

That isn’t to say, however, that Mr. 
Griffin’s election is assured. While those 


with the most contact 
with the two men may favour Mr. Griffin, 
knowing that it is predominantly his ideas 
and the clarity of his vision driving the party 
forward, most party members (particularly 
those not in regular contact with branch 
officials or those without even an 
established unit) are simply not aware of 
what is going on. Some of them might not 
unnaturally assume that recent 
improvements for the party’s prospects 
are a result of Mr. Tyndall’s leadership. 
This is not the case and is why Nick Griffin 
is backed by most of the party’s 
Organisers. © 
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CONFESSION 


WHY I RESIGNED 
FROM THE BNP IN ’96 

BY MICHAEL NEWLAND MA 


O ur country is infected with 
cowardice. Strong men, 
who should have played a 
part in resisting the 
dismantling of our society, 
have been struck dumb, and rendered 
impotent, by some transparent pieces of 
left-wing propaganda like the boo word 
‘racism’, in a way which would never have 
happened if the threat to us had taken a 
physical form like a military invasion. 

After Mrs Thatcher’s splendid deception 
shortly before the 1979 election, when she 
went on television and implied she would 
halt immigration if elected, much of the 
energy which had sustained the patriotic 
movement throughout the 1970s melted 
away. People, who should have understood 
better that the Tory party is not a repository 
of support for the British people, allowed 
themselves to believe that the battle was 
won. The patriotic movement fell on hard 
times during the 1980s. Few were willing 
to put their necks on the line to maintain any 
pro-British political group. 

John Tyndall was one of The Few’ 
who did so. The comparison with the Battle 
of Britain is apt, since the threat to us today 
is far greater than it ever was in 1940. One 
can imagine his frustration and disgust at 
the cowardly behaviour of all too many 
who deserted the cause during the 1980s. 

We are now in more favourable times, 
but I am constantly disgusted by the brigade 
of armchair nationalists who seem to think 
that they have done their bit by taking a 
magazine on their door mats once a month, 
or attending meetings and socials at which 
the already converted are preached to. 
Even worse are the Brigade of Sneerers, 
who look down on those who are active 
within any pro-British political group, while 
bemoaning the condition of the country. 
Without John Tyndall it is doubtful whether 
we would have any substantial patriotic 
movement to join. 

There are two aspects to any political 
campaign — making sure it continues in 
the first place, and choosing tactics which 
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offer the best chance of success. No one 
can dispute that John Tyndall has succeeded 
in the first, while others lurked in their funk 
holes, but he has been far less successful in 
the second area. The BNP has in, fact, been 
kept in existence at a terrible price in terms 
of lost opportunities. 

When a strong pro-British movement 
began to emerge in the 1960s, any reasonable 
person, knowing Britain’s history, might 
have expected our people to rise up, given 
a call, to take their country back. Thus was 
born the culture of 1970s nationalism, with 
its marches and confrontations with left- 
wing gangsters. 

Unfortunately, the real strength of the 
forces which oppose our existence never 
lay in the physical violence and intimidation 
of the left at that time or later, however 
much it has lain in the forefront of our 
minds, as those on the receiving end. Of 
course, it frightened off the timid middle- 
class as intended, but the ideas system, 
drawn from communism, was a far more 
formidable weapon in reducing the British 
to putty. The reds with their street gangs 
and criminal behaviour, often systematically 
protected by the state, made up a classic 
diversionary attack. 

Calling the victims of racism and neo¬ 
colonialism ‘racists’ — as has happened to 
the British — really has been the neatest 
trick. The reverse of the truth has paralysed 
a nation. The main failure of the pro-British 
movement has been to fail to perceive 
where the real opposition lay, and to 
formulate a strategy to neutralise it. 

For years, the mindset of too many in the 
BNP has been that the main goal was to 
‘defeat the reds’, following which we would 
have won. That was an understandable 
error to make, particularly for older people 
like John Tyndall with their memories of 
the war and a willingness to make sacrifices 
for the country, but it has been a disastrous 
error. Worse has been an unwillingness on 
the part of those who had the wartime 
mindset to admit that the response they 
expected from the British was not going to 



Mike Newland: 

BNP National Press Officer 


turn up. An entirely new approach was 
needed, and there was an unwillingness to 
admit it. 

This paralysis of thought came to a head 
for me at a meeting of the BNP leadership 
late in 1995. 

Marches and street activities had fallen 
largely out of favour following the election 
of Derek Beackon to an East London council 
seat in 1993. After he lost his seat, there 
was an inevitable sense of disappointment 
and loss of momentum. John Tyndall called 
on the 1995 meeting to back a return to 
marches, even though the entire strategy 
had not worked in 60 years. Not one person 
present out of a dozen would back him, 
but, at that time, a clear new strategy had 
not emerged to replace it. We were accused 
of cowardice for taking the commonsense 
view that marches had not worked. 

The BNP has, for years, been accused 
of endless crimes by the media. Despite 
none of it being true the smears stuck. 
Activities like marches gave an impression 
to the public that the accusations might be 
true. ‘Might be’ is enough to damn any 
political group in Britain. We were accused 
of ‘rent-a-mob’ activities when, in reality, 
our tactics amounted to ‘attract-a-mob-to- 
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Mike y who took on and demolished James Whale on his radio talk show, takes in 
all the newspapers every morning 


attack-us’. Apart from the false impression 
created of being an organisation deliberately 
looking for trouble, and which sought to 
get its way by violence, such an approach 
to politics is not exactly calculated to 
encourage people to join. Here is the wartime 
mindset again, in the assumption that the 
prospect of being attacked would stiffen 
the sinews of our sturdy British folk. In 
reality, most run a mile. Endless people 
joined us and left in despair at tactics which 
amounted to an unbending refusal to face 
reality. 

Of course, the argument against change 
was a predictable one. The organisation 
was at least operative and stable in its 
present form. Why risk change? If that 
argument had been pursued by Labour for 
very much longer, when it found itself 
unelectable for eighteen years after the 
1979 election, it would have disappeared 
down a similar hole to that which engulfed 
the Liberals after the First World War. 
Change, and taking the risks of change, are 
part of the process of politics if you are in 
the business of succeeding. Often it needs 
a younger person to embrace doing what 
needs to be done. 

I realised that the BNP would drag on as 
a small and unsuccessful movement without 
radical changes, and resigned from the 
party shortly after to concentrate on 
encouraging awareness from outside of 
the need to be radical. Eddy Butler, who 
deserves a very large slice of the credit for 
masterminding the 1993 election success, 
resigned too, although his view of the 
possibilities for changing the BNP into an 
effective organisation was far bleaker than 
mine. 

We are all the products of our time. I 
belong to the 1950s generation. When I 
was growing up, my uncle was chairman 
of the local council. By the late 1950s, our 
local war memorial was becoming decrepit 
and overgrown. As a child of the Great 
War, and a participant, my uncle suggested 
that public funds should be used to restore 
it — believing that this would meet with 
instant public acclamation. Indifference 
and resistance were the response. People 
said the war was over and they wanted to 
forget it. Times had changed. 

I do not share John Tyndall’s wartime 
origins, and the confidence it bred about 
people assembling around the colours at 
time of need. It was this mindset, among 
the far older generation to which Churchill 
belonged, which led us into becoming the 
only militarily successful combatant in the 
Second World War to emerge weaker. 

Churchill’s impetuousity and 
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romanticism, bred from the cavalry charge 
at Omdurman and his 19th century youth 
within the British Empire, led us into a 
project far beyond our powers in 1940 — 
the total defeat of Germany — without 
draining our own resources to exhaustion. 
John Tyndall’s origins have led him into 
maintaining a political strategy which has 
long outrun its possibilities. We are children 
of our times. 

John Tyndall is a man of very great 
virtues. His courage is legendary, and his 
staying power undoubted. What he cannot 
do is to become a person of a different time 
— as I nor anyone else is capable of doing. 

Times have changed, and a generational 
change is needed in the leadership of the 
BNP. I received a flattering letter recently 
from someone who called on me to stand 
for the leadership. I had to tell him that I am 
too close to John Tyndall’s age to be able 
to contribute what is required. We need a 
new leader who is much younger for the 
new century. 

We have an exceptionally capable candidate 
for the leadership of the BNP available from 
the new generation—a Cambridge graduate. 
Nick Griffin has also another rare virtue from 
the point of view of our needs — he is 
available and willing to do the job when he 
could instead have had a career on the back 
of his Honours degree. I am sick of talented 
people who tell me they will join us when 
great success is already with us. I rejoined 
the BNP in 1998 because I saw the effect 
which Nick was having in moving us forward. 

It is very difficult for any of us to accept 
that the time will come for us to go. The 
temptation is to cling on, as John Tyndall 
wishes to do. He overrates the value to him 


personally of remaining leader. He has a 
very great deal to contribute in many ways, 
but the central focus now needs to be on a 
younger man. All political leaders 
accumulate over time inexpungeable 
associations with the failures of their parties. 
That is why, when change is vital, a 
different leader is needed to symbolise the 
change. 

In the last year or two, the BNP has 
moved encouragingly far in taking on board 
new tactics. Nearly everyone now accepts 
the necessity of making the radical alterations 
to every part of the party which should 
have been undertaken many years ago. 
John Tyndall has accepted the will of the 
membership, and is no longer actively 
holding out against change. Unfortunately, 
his acceptance reminds one of the story 
about the 19th century socialist leader who, 
seeing his supporters about to assemble in 
the street, rushed out saying “I am their 
leader, I must follow them”. What is needed 
is leadership of a far more vigorous variety 
in the straits within which we find ourselves 
in our country. Passive acceptance of a 
new approach is not enough. 

The coming leadership election is a test 
of whether the British National Party has 
what it takes to win, or whether it wants to 
continue to exist largely as a repository for 
those who hate the destruction of our 
people, but without the ruthless will to halt 
the slow genocide which is overtaking us. 

Eddy Butler concluded in 1996 that the 
BNP could never change itself sufficiently 
to become a real contender in the political 
arena. We are going to prove him wrong by 
voting for Nick Griffin as the next leader of 
the British National Party. (bnp) 
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A KILLING IN KOSOVO 

Wts THERE AN UHERIOR MOTIVE? 

By Michael Durrani 


I n the June issue of Spearhead , a 
not so Simple Simon asked: 
‘Kosovo: What is actually going 
on?’ That’s a good question which 
one could be forgiven for not having 
an inkling as to the answer. At first I 
assumed that the Internationalists of the 
world were punishing a ‘rogue’ nation for 
what they want us to believe is a genocide, 
but which is in fact a proud sovereign 
country daring to stand up for its own 
interests. 

The large Albanian community living in 
the Serbian capital, Belgrade haven’t been 
forced from their homes. It is the legitimate 
Serb reprisals against the terrorist KLA’s 
murder spree against Serbian police & 
civilians which has been used by the media 
to escalate the conflict out of all proportion. 
No doubt atrocities have been committed, 
NATO included, but any committed by the 
Serbs must be viewed in light of the 
destruction of infrastructure, military and 
civilian targets caused by NATO. Any 
rational person must have been able to see 
that a NATO offensive against Serbia would 
bring about reprisals and should therefore 
be reconsidered. That is, of course, unless 
there is an ulterior motive, one which does 
not care for the peace and happiness of, for 
the most part, innocent people. One which 
would ultimately lead to even more suffering. 

My brain started working overtime, 
doubting such cynical thoughts. And then 
I remembered reading about Lidice, a small 
town in the wartime German Protectorate 
of Bohemia and Moravia wiped from the 
map and all the men executed. The British 
had decided that the Czech people were 
prospering too much under the protection 
of Reinhard Heydrich and that a bad 
precedent was being set for other occupied 
countries. Heydrich was thus assassinated 
by the British Special Operations Executive 
and the inevitable reprisals upon the Czechs 
were swift and severe. From that day to 
the end of the war, Czech and German 
cooperation was destroyed. Britain had 
achieved its ulterior motive through the 
pain and suffering of innocent people. 

So I decided Britain and the West were 
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still capable of such low deeds. The lack of 
involvement in Sierra Leone, Rwanda, East 
Timor and Israel, where real genocide is 
taking place, makes an ulterior motive in 
Kosovo very probable. 

But what’s so important about Kosovo? 
A little reading revealed that Serbia and its 
autonomous region of Kosovo has 
something extremely valuable which would 
be natural to want to keep in Serbian hands. 
Stockholders around the world and the 
KL A, on the other hand, are eager to relieve 
Serbia of its most valuable asset. As you 
will see, I am talking about a natural resource 
on a par with the diamond mines of southern 
Africa and the oil fields of the Arab States. 
Strange how the media has made no mention 
of this, for it would be like a history of the 
Gulf War with no mention of the ‘black 
stuff. But first a little history in which my 
theory will unfold! 



US B1 Bomber 


The correct term for this much 
scrutinized region is Kosovo and Metohija 
or Kosmet. You will have to excuse me for 
missing out the Metohija, just as one often 
omits the Herzegovina (Duchy) that belongs 
with Bosnia. Apologies to any Metohijan 
readers! The present day region of Kosovo 
is the eastern half of what was the Sandzhak 
of Novi Pazar before the 2nd Balkan War, 
the western half going to Montenegro. 
Today the region is approximately 75 to 
90% Albanian, although this may increase 
further in light of recent events. 

The Albanians and Serbs are two different 
peoples ethnically speaking. The former, 
originally of Illyrian stock have been watered 


down by centuries of mixing with people of 
Italian, Greek, Bulgar, Slav and Turkish 
stock. The latter on the other hand, are a 
homogenous people of South Slavic 
ancestry. 

The ‘purity’ of the Serbian people can be 
put down to their defiance of the Ottoman 
oppressors from the 14th century onwards, 
partly due to the strength of the Orthodox 
church. Many Albanians adopted the 
religion of the Osmanli to avoid the poll-tax 
payable to the Sultan by all non-Moslem 
subjects. Already there can be seen cause 
for resentment between a people who 
maintained their religion and customs in 
spite of persecution and a people that gave 
theirs up for an easy life. 

June 28th 1389 saw the infamous Battle 
of Kosovo. (The date may ring a bell with 
some readers: just add 525 years and think 
Sarajevo). With the defeat of Prince Lazar 
and the Serbian nation on the Kosovo plain, 
the Ottomans took control of the Balkan 
peninsula and with it the vast metal reserves 
of the region. 

The mines of Kosovo were rich in 
copper, an essential roofing material for the 
great Gothic cathedrals of western Europe. 
Even before Ottoman rule, the mines were 
a magnet to all kinds of people seeking 
riches such as the Wallachians, Greeks, 
Venetians, Saxons of Transylvania and of 
course... the Albanians. The latter obviously 
did very well for themselves once Kosovo 
fell into Ottoman hands and used their new 
found religion as a cover to commit acts of 
barbarity on the Serbian people. 

Of the mining towns, which include 
Trepca, Plana Janjero, Koprici and Novo 
Brod (Nyeuberghe), Trepca is the most 
relevant to present day Balkan strife. Fighting 
for control of this area between the KLA 
and Serbian forces has been particularly 
intense. The massive Trepca mining 
complex is, according to the New York 
Time's Chris Hedges in a July 8th 1998 
report, ‘the most valuable piece of real 
estate in the Balkans, worth at least $5 
billion’. 

Not only is copper mined there but also 
lead, zinc, cadmium, gold and silver. The 

Patriot Summer 1999 










FORCED WAR 



Collateral damage: This train, full of civilians, was bombed twice by NATO warplanes. NATO denied it until Serb TV broke the 
story, then claimed it had made a mistake. Later, NATO warplanes exacted revenge by bombing the main Serb TV station. 


complex has numerous smelting plants, 17 
metal treatment sites, a power plant and the 
country’s largest battery plant (during the 
German occupation, batteries produced 
there were used to power the electric U- 
boats). Kosovo also has 17 billion tonnes 
of coal reserves and lignite reserves — 
sufficient for the next 13 centuries! 

Clearly, Serbia needs to keep hold of the 
mines to help the Yugoslav Federation 
through the times of hardship brought 
about by US and UN sanctions. The KLA 
wants possession of the mines and Kosovo 
in general as a gift to Albania. This would 
bring about the creation of a wealthy 
Greater Albania which would inevitably 
call for the partition/annexation of 
Montenegro with its large Albanian 
population, thus hammering in the final nail 
in the coffin of the Yugoslav Federation. 

With these facts and the knowledge that 
socialist Yugoslavia has resisted calls from 
the World Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund to privatise its industry and 
natural resources (thus preventing 
international share dealing of her national 
assets) as well as anulling the George 
Soros Fund, alarm bells start to ring. Or at 
least they did with me! 
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I concluded that the fuss about ‘geno¬ 
cide’ was a sham. The war was about 
minerals and metals and the associated 
wealth that goes with such large deposits 
as those found in Kosovo. 

But what of NATO and its ulterior 
motive? Is it possible that NATO’s illegal 
action in Kosovo was plotted by the 
wealthiest stockholders, in collusion with 
the US government, in order to get richer 
from mining? The skeptical among us need 
only think of Kuwait and its oil! Did the US 
deliberately arm the KLA in order to 
destabilise the region so that they could go 
in under the guise of NATO and take 
control of the ground and its resources? If 
so, was the arming of Croatia and Bosnia 
part of the same plan to weaken the stronger 
state? Has NATO deliberately targeted 
civilians in order to lower morale and speed 
the Yugoslav pull-out? Has all the talk of 
‘ethnic cleansing’ been a smoke-screen to 
cover the real reason for ‘our’ involvement 
in an internal dispute which does not 
concern us. Indeed, had the West ignored 
the affairs of this turbulent region might 
there not have been a conflict at all? My 
answers ranged from probably to certainly! 

The United States, with its strings being 


pulled by powerful lobbies, and probably 
one in particular, has dragged its allies into 
a military action of enormous cost (to the 
tax-payer I hasten to add). 

The cost, however, of all those cruise 
missiles, crashed aircraft, fuel and other 
munitions will be repaid many times to the 
capitalist speculators of the world stock- 
markets when they get their way, which 
they surely will. They are not concerned 
about the deaths of their ‘own’ countrymen, 
conscripts of the Yugoslav Army, nor are 
they concerned about ‘collateral’ damage. 
Indeed, if it served a purpose, e.g. speeding 
the collapse of Yugoslav resistance to 
NATO, it might actually be encouraged, in 
which case such damage could not be 
described as ‘collateral’ at all. 

Such people are only concerned with 
money and the power to make more money! 

Readers will no doubt be aware of the 
recent deaths of two Gurkha soldiers 
clearing unexploded NATO cluster-bombs 
from a school. I will pick out the salient 
words from that sentence in case it hasn’t 
sunk in: NATO-Bombs-School! As I have 
said, such people are only concerned with 
money — and there is a killing to be made 
in Kosovo! © 
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N ATI 0 N ALIST ROOTS 


Charles Kingsley 

By Sam Walker 


C harles Kingsley was one of 
the most celebrated Victorian 
writers. Born in Devon in 
1819, Kingsley is best 
remembered as author 
of The Water Babies and Westward Ho! 
These, however, are arguably two of his 
least interesting works. 

Kingsley, like his father before him, 
became an Anglican clergyman, but he also 
went on to become a professor of History 
at Oxford. A lifelong friend of Thomas 
Carlyle, Kingsley took a great interest in the 
social problems of the age, supporting the 
Chartists 1 from 1838 onwards. His second 
novel, Alton Locke , Tailor and Poet , 
published in 1850, largely dealt with the 
Chartist movement. This was part of 
Kingsley’s efforts to increase awareness 
amongst the middle class of the appalling 
conditions under which many of his 
countrymen suffered. 

Kingsley was intensely patriotic. He 
venerated the ideal of the free-born 
Englishman fighting against tyranny. This 
is the underlying theme of a later book 
Hereward the Wake , an atmospheric and 
moral tale of the guerrilla warfare waged 
against William the Conqueror. 



Charles Kingsley 
1819-1875 


ALIEN ARISTOCRACY 

Kingsley never really reconciled himself 
to the ‘new’ England that resulted from the 
Norman Conquest. The memory of a 
foreign military dictatorship imposing itself 
upon free English soil rankled with him. 
One can see in his views on the Chartists 
that Kingsley was still doing his best to 
defeat the divisive and harmful legacies of 
the Norman Conquest. For it was the 
imposition of an alien aristocracy over 
England which led to the development of 
the unique antagonisms inherent within the 
English class system, and — by extension 
— the callous, uncaring attitude of the new 
industrial barons towards their workforce. 

Kingsley’s radicalism was based upon 
his organic idealised view of Anglo-Saxon 
society, rather than on the materialistic and 
rootless Marxian socialist theories which 
were invented in the mid 19th century. 

Kingsley was also one of the leading 
Victorian poets. The example opposite, 
with its alliterative style and metre, 
consciously alludes to Anglo-Saxon verse. 
In it King Harold, the last king of the 
English 2 , is idealised and mourned after 
falling at Hastings. 

KING HAROLD 

Lady Githa was Harold’s mother and the 
widow of Godwin, Earl of Wessex. Githa 
was a Danish princess whose brother had 
married King Canute’s sister. She did not 
look favourably upon Harold’s mistress, 
the beautiful but low-born Eadgyth Swan- 
neck. Indeed Githa had married a reluctant 
Harold off to the daughter of the Earl of 
Mercia for dynastic reasons. 

Tradition has it that due to the severity of 
his wounds, only Eadgyth could recognise 
the dead king, perhaps by the elaborate 
tattoos which covered the upper body of 
high-born Englishmen at the time. 
According to legend, Eadgyth brought 
Harold’s body to Waltham Abbey in Essex, 


where he was buried under the altar. 

FREEDOM FROM TYRANNY 

The ideal Anglo-Saxon king was no 
tyrant who jealously hoarded wealth and 
lived apart from his people in a grand 
castle. In the Anglo-Saxon tradition, the 
only purpose for wealth was to give it 
away to the needy or the faithful and loyal 
follower. This was symbolised by the 
giving of rich gold bracelets as a mark of 
esteem. Harold was not related to the 
traditional rulers of Anglo-Saxon England, 
the House of Cerdic, but was effectively 
elected by the great men in the land. Indeed 
the House of Godwin rose from being 
swineherds to the throne in four 
generations. In this respect, Harold’s rule 
was a return to the earlier traditions of 
Northern European kingship. Thus the 
poem is at once a tribute to love and to an 
idealised Anglo-Saxon kingship. 

Kingsley’s interest in Anglo-Saxon 
England was no abstract historical 
academic exercise, nor just a misty eyed 
romantic dream. Rather, the period served 
as a metaphor for his concerns with the ills 
of his present. Anglo-Saxon society was 
based around wholesome communities. 
There was a degree of social mobility 
which has never been seen since in Britain. 
Hierarchy and wealth were important to the 
Anglo-Saxon, but there was a unity of 
purpose from the highest to the lowest in 
the land. Kingsley recognised that the 
imposition of the Continental feudal system 
submerged these currents. 

The materialistic neo-feudal forces 
which Kingsley spoke out against were 
evenly balanced in mid-Victorian Britain, 
by the wholesome voices of Kingsley, 
Carlyle and others. Sadly, the wrong side 
went on to dominate opinion, not just in 
Britain but the Western world. It is time for 
the re-awakening of the spirit which so 
inspired Kingsley. 


Footnotes: 1. The Chartists were social reformers who campaigned on behalf of a cruelly exploited 
working-class; 2. The Anglo-Saxon Kings were all styled ‘King of the English’. From the Norman 
Conquest to this very day, our monarchs have been styled ‘King (or Queen) of England’. In other 
words, rulers of real estate and not of people. 
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POETRY 


Zhe Swan-neck By Charles Kingsley 


Evil sped the battle play 
On the Pope Calixtus ’ 1 day; 

Mighty war-smiths, thanes and lords, 
In Senlac slept the sleep of swords. 
Harold Earl, shot over shield, 

Lay along the Autumn weald; 
Slaughter such was never done 
Since the Ethelings 2 England won. 

Thither Lady Githa came, 

Weeping sore for grief and shame, 
How may she her first-born tell? 
Frenchmen stripped him where he fell, 
Gashed and marred his comely face; 
Who can know him in this place ? 

Up and spake two brethren wise, 
“Youngest hearts have keenest eyes; 
Bird which leaves its mother’s nest, 
Moults its pinions, moults its crest. 

Let us call the swan-neck here, 

She that was his leman 3 dear, 

She shall know him in this stound; 
Foot of wolf and scent of hound, 

Eye of hawk, and wing of dove 
Carry woman to her love. ” 

Up and spake the swan-neck high, 
“Go! To all your thanes let cry 
How I loved him best of all, 

I whom men his leman call; 

Better knew his body fair 
Than the mother which him bare. 
When ye lived in wealth and glee 
Then ye scorned to look at me; 

God hath brought the proud ones low 
After me afoot to go. ” 

Rousing erne and sallow glede, 
Rousing grey wolf off his feed, 

Over franklin 4 , earl and thane, 


Heaps of mother-naked slain, 

Round the red field tracing slow, 
Stooped that swan-neck white as snow; 
never blushed nor turned away, 

Till she found him where he lay; 

Clipt him in her armes fair, 

Wrapt him in her yellow hair, 

Bore him from the battle-stead, 

Saw him laid on pall of lead, 

Took her to a minster high, 

For Earl Harold’s soul to cry. 

Thus fell Harold, bracelet-giver; 

Jesu rest his soul for ever; 

Angles all from pain deliver; 

Miserere Domine. 




Footnotes: 1. Calixtus was one of the early popes, who lived in the 3rd Century AD. he was martyred 
and made a saint. His holy day is October 14, the day the Battle of Hastings was fought. 

2. Ethelings — Old English word for Prince. 

3. Leman — mistress. 

4. Franklin — one of the lower orders of knighthood. 
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Harold’s death as 
depicted on the Bayeux 
tapestry. 
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MOVING ON 


THE CONSTITUTION 

PROPOSALS FOR CHANGE By NICK GRIFFIN 

i _.i T 


Sitter experience hcis taught old hands in Nationalism that a constitution based on 
some kind of elected committee leadership is a recipe for bickering, fragmentation and 
disaster. No one wants to see a return to such a system, any more than senior officials 
were willing to accept John Tyndall’s proposals, made earlier this year, to make the 
Leader even more powerful. These suggestions included the removal of the last 
constitutional requirements for financial accountability, and the unilateral scrapping 
of the requirement that changes to the party’s principles and system of leadership could 
be approved, without debate, by postal ballot rather than at a general members ’ meeting 
as has always been the case in the past. 

Nevertheless, constitutional change is required since it has become obvious that the 
party has outgrown the constitution which served it well in its early days. Here, Nick 
Griffin outlines the proposals he will put forward if elected party Leader:- 


At present, the party Leader has the 
absolute power to run the party as he sees 
fit. While the present constitutional 
possibility of an Extraordinary General 
Members’ Meeting might suggest that 
there is a safeguard against a Leader 
becoming either corrupt or incompetent, 
in fact there is no mechanism by which 
such a meeting can be called — except 
by the Leader himself! 

Clearly, without constraining the 
Leader’s ability to lead, we need some 
checks and balances. The present ‘one- 
man-band’ arrangement can. of course, 
be offset by delegation, but even the 
theoretical possibility of extensive 
delegation under the present system 
cannot overcome this problem. Unless the 
individuals to whom specific responsib¬ 
ilities are delegated are in charge of their 
own budgets, and know enough about the 
strengths and weaknesses of the party 
as a whole to keep their plans realistic, 
then the fact that the Leader still has to 
approve and fund everything will produce 
a bottleneck (as in the past) which slows 
expansion to a snails pace aid also 
generates dangerous tensions. 

How can these problems be overcome 
without swinging to the opposite extreme 
and entrusting the party to rule by a 
committee, with all the factional jockeying 
that automatically entails? 

The answer, I believe, is to create an 
Advisory Council. This will consist of the 
Leader, all national officials, regional 
organisers, the editors of national party 
publications and websites, and the 
organisers of all Teams and Circles. This 
is not so different from the present 
executive arrangement. The Advisory 
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Council will, however, have the limited, 
but vital, powers of appointing a Party 
Auditor, who will inspect the accounts 
kept by the National Treasurer, and report 
on them to the first meeting of the 
Advisory Council in each financial year; 
and being able on a two-thirds vote to call 
a General Members’ Meeting. 

The Party Auditor will be a suitably 
qualified party member appointed by the 
Advisory Council and will give party 
members and potential donors the 
reassurance that the National Treasurer, 
who would continue to be appointed by 
the Leader, is running the party's financial 
affairs properly. In addition, the National 
Treasurer will have to provide a record 
of income, expenditure and funds in hand 
to each meeting of the Advisory Council, 
and to present an audited Balance Sheet 
for each year ending 31st December, for 
presentation by the Party Auditor to the 
Advisory Council during January of the 
following year. 

Another area where the present 
constitution is seriously defective is on the 
question of legacies to the party. While 
members are asked to ‘remember the 
BNP in your will’, in practice potential 
legators have been asked to leave their 
bequests To the Leader personally. 
However honest any Leader may be, such 
an arrangement is both highly irregular 
and a recipe for suspicion of impropriety. 
At the same time, it would be disastrous 
to react against this by setting up some 
sort of committee to hold such funds, as 
it would almost inevitably become the 
focus for intrigue, particularly if large 
sums were involved. 

Having discussed this problem with 


several sympathetic solicitors, I believe a 
solution can be found as follows: the 
Leader would appoint two members of 
more than five years’ unbroken 
membership each to serve with him as 
joint trustees of any legacies to the party. 
Interest or other income from such 
bequests would at all times be paid into 
the national account and used at the 
Leader’s discretion according to the 
normal procedure for party funds. 
Decisions which affect the capital 
accruing from bequests would have, 
however, to be made by the unanimous 
vote of the three trustees. To guard 
against a single trustee turning rogue and 
attempting to disrupt the party’s finances, 
the Leader would be able to remove any 
single trustee but would have to replace 
him within 28 days and couldn’t remove 
another without approval from the 
Advisory Council. 

This would mean that a single trustee 
would not be able to disrupt the party’s 
finances, and that even two could be 
replaced rapidly if the Leader and a large 
majority of the party’s national leadership 
deemed it necessary. But a Leader who 
had ‘‘gone off the rails” and lost the 
confidence of the two longstanding 
members serving as trustees, and a large 
proportion of the party’s national and 
regional leadership, would not be able to 
walk off into the sunset with the party’s 
money before the membership as a whole 
had the chance to vote to replace him in 
the normal way available under the 
present constitution. 

Taken together, these changes would 
not damage or diminish the party’s 
‘leadership principle’ foundations, but 
would provide obvious and effective safe¬ 
guards against that principle being 
misused by any future leader. It would 
put the party’s financial affairs beyond 
any question of impropriety, and would 
give the members an effective power of 
last resort should incapacity arising from 
age, alcoholism or any of the other 
illnesses which tend to go with high- 
pressure leadership render a once ideal 
leader unsuitable for the job. (0) 
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BNP families enjoy hotdogs, doughnuts and candy floss 


Painted faces: A butterfly, pirate & cat! 


SATURDAY, July 3rd marked a milestone 
in the development of the BNP’s family 
values organisation, Renaissance when 
Renaissance supremo Sharron Edwards 
organised a family day for party members 
with families. The event, in the West 
Midlands, was highly succesful with nearly 
200 coming and going throughout the day. 
At any one time, some 150 were present. 
There were dozens of children running 
around and having fun 
with painted faces, and 
eating doughnuts, 
candy floss & 
hotdogs. And while 
these had to be paid 
for, chicken legs, pies, 
pop & sandwiches 
were all provided free! 

The children were 
very pleased to 
bounce around on one 
of the two bouncy 
castles. There was 
table tennis for the slightly older children 
(and some of the grown-ups!) and when 
the adults organised a tug-o-war, some of 
the children got a taste of that too. 

The tug-o-war contest started with 
Coventry BNP easily pulling away to a win 
against S. Birmingham, although their 
weight advantage was probably worth 
another two men! 

Two scratch sides then tested each 
other — the ‘inner city boys’ versus the 
‘white flight brigade’. Again, it was a fairly 
easy win, this time for the ‘inner city boys’ 
hailing variously from London, Dudley and 


Birmingham. 

The two winning sides then pulled against 
each other in a much more closely contested 
match. The ‘inner city boys’ claimed a win 
by default when the Coventry side collapsed 
to the ground, but Coventry insisted they 
had won before this happened! 

Coventry also managed to win the 5- 
aside football contest with the help of ace 
mid-Staffs striker, Neil Phillips. Once again, 
S. Birmingham come off second best to 
Coventry 4-0, and once again the ‘white 
flight brigade’ come second to the ‘inner 
city boys’, this time 4-1. 


Top: Coventry win the tug-o-war; 

Left: One of the bouncy castles 

The final of the 5-aside was less closely 
contested than the tug-o-war with Coventry 
winning 3-1. 

For the BNP, families lie right at the heart 
of a nation and children are the centre of 
any family. So the day was mainly for 
them. The two bouncy castles were in 
almost continuous use as was the football 
area when the grown-ups weren’t on it! 
Later on in the afternoon there was pass- 
the-parcel as well as a magician who 
entertained the children with conjuring 
tricks, stories and songs. 

The evening was just as lively with a 
spectacular and extensive firework display 
put on by a party supporter. 

There is no doubt that this was a very 
good day out. Very enjoyable, very 
worthwhile. 

Sharron, who organised the Renaissance 
Family Day must be both congratulated 
and thanked for her hard work. This is an 
important part of the future! 
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RACIAL ATTACKS 

& ‘RACISM’ — MYTH, NUMBERS, 


AND REALITY By Michael Newland MA 


' ne million racial incidents a 

) m ^ year in Britain’ screamed The 

■ I Guardian late in 1994. One 
^ W million? Could it be true? One 
attack every 30 seconds? 
Most readers, as they were being 
programmed to, would have responded 
with an image of innocent Asians and Afro- 
Caribbeans being beaten to a pulp at the rate 
of two a minute by those now proverbial 
‘skinhead gangs’. 

In fact, it was not true. As has happened 
so often in Britain, where race statistics are 
concerned, the figure of one million was a 
complete fiction. As a correspondent wrote 
in The Guardian’s letters page a few days 
later: ‘The figure of one million has a nice 
ring to it, and will almost certainly pass into 
race relations folklore with predictably 
damaging results’. 

How was the trick worked? 

In 1992 the Commission for Racial 


Black teenager Stephen Lawrence: 
His death has become a cause celebre 


“It is almost invariably a gang activity, often involving 
weapons, usually against a white victim on their own. 
Anyone seems to be a target if they are white and they 
are vulnerable. We have even had mothers pushing 
prams coming under attack.” 

Chief Superintendent Eric Hewitt, 
Oldham Chief of Police 


Equality, and the BBC, 
produced jointly a 
booklet called Race 
through the 90s. The 
booklet said that police 
figures for 1990 showed 
6459 racial attacks 
reported to the police 
within England and Wales, and 636 in 
Scotland. The real number of incidents 
was far higher, because of under-reporting, 
it was said, with only one in 25 ‘estimated’ 
to end up in police figures. 

The booklet asked how white people 
would feel if they were attacked. ‘It is hard 
to imagine, if you are white’ said the BBC 
and CRE—thus neatly giving the impression 
that white people were never the victims. 
Given a supposed under-reporting by a 
factor of 25, there must be 177,375 racial 
attacks a year on ethnic minorities. 

Racial attacks? The police figures were in 
fact for ‘racial incidents’. 

Only 17% involved injury. 

Many of the incidents were 
also, and in fact, carried 
out against white people. 

This was not mentioned. 

Thus the CRE/BBC team 
took attacks and incidents 
in which white people were 
the victims, and used them 
to inflate the figures for 
attacks on non-whites! 

The whole confection, 
composed of mostly non¬ 
violent racial incidents, was 
converted stealthily into 
racial attacks and then given 
a bucket of cherries on top 
by ignoring white victims! 

The Guardian simply 
took matters a little further 
by using a larger arbitrary 
multiplier for ‘under¬ 
reporting’. They chose to 
pluck the figure of one 
million out of the air. They 
could easily have made it 


two million or indeed anything else! 

PUBLIC AWARENESS 

There is very little public awareness 
concerning how incidents reported to the 
police come to be included in the figures for 
racial incidents. Most people — not 
unreasonably — assume that the police 
make a professional judgement as to 
whether an incident has any racial content. 

In reality, police codes of practice define 
a racial incident as ‘any incident in which it 
appears to the reporting or investigating 
officer that the complaint involves an 


White teenager Richard Everitt: 
His death has been forgotten 
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Chief Superintendent Eric Hewitt, 
Oldham Chief of Police 


element of racial motivation, or any incident 
which includes an allegation of racial 
motivation by any person’. 

All that is required for an incident to be 
‘racial’ is for a local politician, race activist, 
or propagandist, to tell the police that they 
think the event involved is racial! The 
newspapers will then say ‘police 
investigating incident as racial’, and it will 
be established in the public mind as such — 
whatever the real facts. 

A remarkable example occurred in East 
London in 1993. It was said by the media 
that Asian restaurants in the Brick Lane 
area were being regularly smashed up by 
BNP gangs. After some months, it was 
revealed by the proprietor of one restaurant, 
a Mr. Musa Patel, that the real culprits were 
Bengali protection racketeers! “I know, 
they know, the police know that all that 
stuff about the BNP is s...t. But no one can 
say so” said Mr. Patel. The media, of 
course, knew the truth all along. 

One or two newspapers did eventually 
tell the truth, but with little prominence. It 
had by then been firmly established in the 
public mind that the wicked BNP were 
wrecking Asian restaurants, and the media’s 
black propaganda job had been done. 

Three murders of black people have 
passed into London urban folklore in recent 
years, and in a particularly prominent 
manner, as ‘race murders’. The deaths of 
Stephen Lawrence, Rolan Adams and Rohit 
Duggal are still quoted by the media as 
examples of a pattern of murderous white 
racial violence. 

The two latter murders were, in fact, the 
result of personal disputes. In the Rolan 
Adams case, the prosecution at the 
subsequent murder trial said that his death 
was not racial. In the case of Rohit Doggal, 
the police officer in charge of the 
investigation said that the death was not 
racial, and the local MP, Peter Bottomley, 
has said publicly that he doubted any racial 
context. 

The Steven Lawrence case, also in South 
London, may well be a murder which 
genuinely fits the description of racial, but 
no one can even be sure of that. The type 
of teenage gangs who exist in the Eltham 
area seem likely to be as willing to stab a 
white person as a black one, if it takes their 
fancy. The murder of white Richard Everitt 
in King’s Cross certainly fits the description, 
but is now barely ever mentioned. Many 
other murders of whites by blacks have 
never even made it into the national media. 
If matters cannot be distorted by irregular 
statistics, selective reporting will do the job 
of manipulating the public. 
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MISLEADING 

The lengths to which 
so-called ‘anti-racists’ will 
go to mislead are 
astonishing, and extend far 
beyond the manipulation of 
crime figures. 

A pamphlet published 
jointly by Liberty and the 
Anti Racist Alliance in 1993 
complained of ‘racial 
discrimination’ against non¬ 
white doctors in the NHS. 

In reality, 18% of NHS 
doctors were non-white — 
with ethnic minorities 
making up only about 6% 
of the population on official 
figures! On the figures, 
there is apparently massive 
racial discrimination in the 
NHS alright — against 
white doctors! 

More recently, the 
Labour Home Secretary, 

Jack Straw, praised firms 
like British Airways which 
were hiring non-whites out 
of all proportion to their 
numbers in Britain. He 
called for further extension 
of what amounted to a 
massive system of quotas 
designed, wittingly or not, 
to keep white people out of 
work, and glibly implied 
that such a system 
represented progress in a 
continual fight against 
discrimination directed towards non-whites. 
One wonders exactly what proportion of 
jobs would have to go to non-whites before 
the cries of ‘discrimination’ abated. One 
suspects that even 100% would not do! We 
would then be told that there was a ‘legacy 
of discrimination’ which continued even in 
the absence of any wicked whites available 
to nurture it. 

Liberty stood representatives outside 
East London polling stations wherever the 
BNP was standing a candidate in 1994 and 
1995. They claimed to be ensuring that 
voters were not intimidated. When 
complaints were made to them by letter 
about Trotskyite organisations distributing 
offensive and illegal material intended to 
intimidate white people from voting for the 
BNP they declined to reply. So much for 
the body which used to be called the 
‘National Council for Civil Liberties’! 


POLICE FIGURES 

What do police figures for * ‘racial 
incidents’ actually tell us? Let us assume 
that incidents reported to the police by non¬ 
whites as racial really are so—thus ignoring 
the bias built into the opportunities given by 
police codes of practice to make almost 
anything racial if a political purpose can be 
served. There is in Britain an alliance 
composed of the media and the left who 
have been using ‘race attacks’ in that way 
for the last decade. 

The Metropolitan Police figures for 1992 
showed that 49% of victims were Asian, 
22% white, and 23% black, with a residual 
of 6% ‘other’. If the emotional propensity 
to commit some incident against another 
race is the same among whites and non¬ 
whites, then one would expect the number 
of incidents committed by each side to be 
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Alan Griffiths: 
Race-hate victim 



in proportion to their numbers. 
Within the Metropolitan Police 
area about 25% of people are 
non-white, and they make up 
about the same proportion of 
perpetrators, with about a quarter 
of incidents being against white 
people. 

What the 1992 figures broadly 
indicated was that the picture 
painted by ‘anti-racist’ 
campaigners — black people 
being continuously attacked 
while whites were not — was 


far from the truth. White people 
living in the inner cities can tell a 
very different story — one 
which is not likely to be heard on 
British television stations! 

After years of deception, something 
nearer the truth finally emerged quite 
recently in several newspapers. The 
Commission for Racial Equality admitted 
that the majority of racial crimes are against 


Louie Wade: 

Murdered for being White 


white people. Nationwide over a twelve 
month period, 238,000 incidents against 
whites were reported, with only 101,000 
against Asians and 42,000 against blacks. 

A remarkable display of frankness from 


The above article draws, 
among other sources, from the material in 
a booklet by Gerald Hartup called 
Misreporting Racial Attacks , published by 
the Hampden Trust. It is obtainable from 
the Freedom Association. © 


a South London newspaper in 
May also showed how the old 
barriers are beginning to 
fragment. An outbreak of 4 white 
racist’ graffiti in Croydon — 
‘England for the English’ and so 
on — was found by the police to 
be the work of a black gang! The 
local paper actually reported it. 
A few years ago the editorial 
argument would have been that 
it was not in the public interest 
for such things to be known. 
The same old selectivity cont¬ 
inues unabated in television news 
reports, of course. When did 
you last see TV news telling us 
‘white man suffers racial attack’ ? 


SOUTH AFRICAN FRIENDS 

OF THE BNP — Special Patriot Report 


F ollowing on from the success 
of the BNP’s first series of 
organisational circles, a 
second wave of special 
interest groups is now under 
construction. Perhaps the most interesting 
and imaginative is a South African Friends 
of the BNP, which has been proposed by 



South Wales Organiser, Terry Cavill: 
One of the initiators of SAFBNP 
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the party’s South Wales Organiser, Terry 
Cavill, following extensive discussions with 
a recent recruit in his area. 

From there, Terry was put in touch with 
several other members of the party with a 
special interest in South Africa, and with 
the editor of the excellent South African 
patriotic magazine Impact. As a result of all 
this, the SA Friends is almost up and 
running. 

It is envisaged that the S A Friends of the 
BNP will function on one level as a smaller 
version of our already established American 
Friends operation. But there is another, 
very much reciprocal aspect planned that 
makes this a potentially very important 
initiative indeed. This is the idea that the 
British-based section of the circle will be 
taking steps to be able to provide emergency 
accommodation for refugees of British 
stock forced to return to this country by 
the deteriorating racial and criminal situation 
in South Africa. 

Nearly a dozen properties owned by BNP 
members or sympathisers which might be 
suitable have already been identified, and 
the circle officials hope that more will be 
forthcoming now that we have begun to 
publicise the scheme. Needless to say, 


local councils and left-wing aid charities 
which fall over themselves to help economic 
immigrants from places like Somalia, 
Nigeria and Albania, don’t give a damn 
when real refugees from white South Africa 
need help. 

This situation has already arisen; and 
while it is uncertain whether the present 
steady trickle of SA refugees will become 
a real flood (our contacts in South Africa 
are themselves unsure, but regard a complete 
collapse into inter-ethnic civil war as a 
significant possibility) we must be prepared 
for the worst. These are our people, so we 
must be ready to provide help if it is needed. 
It would not be a long term commitment, 
because the vast majority of returning whites 
have the skills and ability to become as 
productive and self-sufficient in Britain as 
they have been in South Africa. All they 
need is a roof over their heads and a bit of 
moral support until they can find their feet. 
Readers interested in helping the South 
African Friends of the BNP are urged to get 
in touch by writing to: 

PO Box 683, Cardiff, CF2 3XJ 
PO Box 28233, Sunnyside 0132, 

South Africa 

e-mail 106101.3202 @ compuserve.com 
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FRANCE 


THE FRONT NATIONAL IN 

THE EUROPEAN ELECTION 


Patriot reports on friends in France 


A s regular Patriot readers 
will know, the Front 
National has recently 
suffered a split between its 
two chief personalities, 
Jean-Marie Le Fen and Bruno Megret. 

As predicted, the split has been extremely 
serious. While both sides are to blame to 
one degree or another, the split has been 
formalised with Bruno Megret forming a 
new party called Movement National, which 
contested the recent European Elections 
thus splitting the Nationalist vote. 

This development was occasioned by a 
court verdict which ruled that Megret acted 
unconstitutionally in holding an 
extraordinary national congress of the Front 
National at which he was proclaimed 
president in place of Le Pen. 

These developments came at the worse 
possible time for the FN which was, like 
the B NP, gearing up to contest the European 
Elections. 

Worse still, Megret further handicapped 
the Front by immediately appealing the 
court decision. The result, just before the 
elections, was to lock up the Front's bank 
accounts necessitating a frantic scramble 
for funds to ensure that its election campaign 
went ahead. 

In the event, the Front National took 6% 
of the vote, while Megret’s Movement 
National took just 3%. 

All well wishers for the patriotic movement 
in France can only hope that Megret and his 


Movement National sink without trace and 
without further ado. The court has found 
against him, ruling that Megret acted 
unconstitutionally; the voters have done 
likewise. 

France, like other countries, is best served 
by just one Nationalist party. Clearly, that 
party is the Front National. In Britain it is 
the British National Party. 

The national list system in France means 
that the FN's vote of 6% — just scraping 
over the 5% hurdle — gave it five MEP’s 
to go back to the European Parliament in 
Strasbourg. The Movement National's 3% 
failed to give it any representation at all. 


The five Front MEP’s are: FN party 
leader, Jean-Marie Le Pen; FN Secretary 



JEAN-MARIE LE PEN 


General, Bruno Gollnisch; FN Director 
General, Carl Lang; Charles De Gaulle, a 
diplomat and professor Jean-Claude 
Martinez. 

BNP members looking across at the 
disastrous events in France should be 
heartened that the BNP is to have an election 
to decide upon the future of the party rather 
than the split which the French have 
suffered. 

In contrast to the secret machinations of 
Megret, Nick Griffin has put forward his 
nomination for the post of party leader 
entirely in accordance with the party’s 
constitution. And, unlike Le Pen’s actions 
in expelling half the FN's central political 
bureau, John Tyndall has vowed to accept 
the verdict of the members in September. 

As said in the last issue of Patriot , no one 
has been expelled; there is and will be no 
split. Mr. Griffin has publicly said that 
should he lose the contest, he will serve the 
party in any way that John Tyndall sees fit. 
Mr. Tyndall has likewise said that he will 
not lead a split. There is to be a leadership 
election as provided for in the party’s 
constitution, that is all. It happens elsewhere 
in other organisations all the time. 

Those who have drawn a false parallel 
with the BNP’s leadership election to be 
held in September and the disastrous events 
in France should cheer up. What better 
expression of the BNP’s commitment to 
democracy is there than the party holding 
it’s very own leadership election? (bnp) 
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THE GREATEST CRIME 

By Ian Buckley 


I It’s often said, probably rightly, that 
the little man receives the worst deal 
and always finishes last. In the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, for 
instance, humble traders have been 
jailed or flogged for having minor 
commercial relations with Israeli firms. 
But the laws, which apply to vegetable 
traders and such like, don’t seem to bother 
the aristocrats of globalisation. Prince al- 
Saad of Saudi Arabia recently forged an 
multi-billion pound business deal with top 
Canadian Zionist property developer Paul 
Reichmann. 

Reichmann, a leading member of the 
‘court circle’ around Empress Thatch 
during the decaying final years of her 
reign, has plans to build another ten cuboid 
slabs of 30-50 storeys around the existing 
monstrosity of Canary Wharf. Such 
grotesque objects have nothing whatever 
to do with the autogenous marvels of 
British architecture. This wanton 
devastation of townscape and physical 
environment is just another of the many 
ways in which our culture and identity are 
weakened and destroyed. 

In London this process has been going 
on for fifty years, with the property 
developers causing far more damage to the 
city than was ever inflicted by the Luftwaffe. 
Those who loved and celebrated the old 
London, such as the poet John Betjeman, 
are better off for not seeing the horrors 
created by the gruesome satraps of finance 
capitalism. 

The Canary Wharf project is an ominous 
foretaste of things to come, with its 
uniformed guards and security cameras. 
The great tower, like some bad dream out 
of Metropolis, stands in the midst of 
neighbourhoods which once were decent, 
viable communities but are now crime- 
ridden and in decay. The broader swathes 
oflower-middle class housing further from 
the centre have also naturally partaken in 
this process of decline. Areas which were 
once prosperous have now become sour 
and seedy, all part of what author John 
Ralston Saul has described in his excellent 
book The Unconscious Civilisation , as the 
‘long, masochistic suicide of the West over 
the past 25 years’. Those words are dramatic 
but truthful, and backed up by numerous 


and thorough statistics in his book. 

Those who resist this destruction 
naturally face all the misinformation and 
dirty tricks the security services have to 
offer, but the only valid response is to point 
out that our opponents in the totalitarian 
liberal state are the real maniacs and haters. 

The preservation of the life, hope and 
future of the indigenous folk of these islands 
is a laudable objective, and one which has 
nothing to do with hatred for any other 
peoples. 

Everyone should realise that the overlords 
would like nothing better than a bout of 
unthinking violence between black and 
white. The late Reginald Maudling (now, 
an almost completely forgotten system 
politician) during an unguarded moment 



GEORGE SOROS: 

International Finance Capitalist 

came up with the delectable phrase “an 
acceptable level of violence.” That has it 
about right: the one-world moguls carry on 
squeezing profits, glad there’ 11 be no political 
challenge to their rule; their police forces 
gain useful experience in paramilitary-style 
techniques while the proles (both native 
and imported) fight like rats in a sack. All 
hatred, conflict and violence plays into the 
hands of the master-manipulators. As indeed 
in different terms, does an obsession with 
‘law and order’. 

While persistent, vicious and blatant 
criminality should be dealt with, we should 


always remember David Icke’s Problem- 
Reaction-Solution scenario, and that the 
greatest crime of all is the destruction of 
our country and heritage by the Lab-Con 
tyrants. Many of our country’s young men 
have, after all, become involved in fringe 
criminality due to the drugs racket and the 
importation of unemployment. All they really 
need is discipline and a sense of purpose — 
a truth which is lost on liberal tyrants like 
Jack Straw. 

Poor Straw seems to have missed his 
real time — I always imagine him dressed 
as a captain in the Soviet NKVD, mounted 
on a horse, hauling Alexander Solzhenitsyn 
off to an Arctic lumber camp. Aside from 
this pleasing fantasy, Straw certainly wants 
to import the least desirable aspects of 
American culture, of a nation which has its 
own ever-expanding gulag of 2 million 
prisoners. 

In the US and Europe, huge sums are 
now being spent on a vast array of repressive 
technologies, including voice and facial 
recognition systems, often marketed by 
shadowy multi-national corporations. The 
National Security Agency’s Echelon 
network is capable of monitoring millions 
of telephone conversations during every 
hour. All of this, of course, is part of a 
much larger pattern whereby we can begin 
to see the emergence of a slave-state. 

Though the British police force 
undoubtedly still includes some decent 
elements, the brutalisation of society that 
has taken place during the ‘suicide of the 
West’ has naturally had its effects in this 
quarter. Indeed we can date the coming of 
brutal quantity over quality fairly specifically 
to the time of the Miners’ Strike. 

It’s funny that the BBC refers to “state 
controlled” Serb television when our own 
robustly independent broadcasting 
organisation during the 1985 strike reversed 
film so that miners could be made to appear 
to be attacking police, instead of the other 
way round as happened in actuality. Come 
to think of it, John and Alan [Birt and 
Yentob — Ed], when are you going to let us 
see some video footage of those Welsh 
farmers being tear-gassed in Caernarfon, 
given that your BBC rams atrocities and 
riots from all points round the world down 
our necks? 
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Of course farmers and miners don’t 
really count with the Establishment, being 
regarded as our equivalent of the people 
termed ‘trailer-park white trash’ in the 
hate-filled words of the US media, so a little 
harsh paramilitary policing is presumably 
in order. 

It’s deeply ironic to see the police 
assuming a ‘politically correct’ role when 
one considers that some officers have 
committed acts completely outside the 
gamut of civilised society, while the 
Establishment that runs that force has the 
gall to attribute evil motives regarding purely 
political and intellectual resistance to the 
‘Suicide of the West’ presided over by 
failed and corrupt leaders. 

Consider West Indian woman Joy 
Gardner, swathed and asphyxiated by 
being wrapped in yards of six-inch wide 
insulating tape in front of her infant son. 
Black nationalists should remember this 
incident as a demonstration of the brutality 
of the decadent financial-liberal state, 
and also that our enemy is your enemy: 
the same stinking putrid foe! Were it not 
for the big-time trade manipulators and 
the importers of labour, Mrs. Gardner 


would probably now be strolling on some 
beach in St. Lucia, instead of having her 
life ended — smothered in a north London 
tower block. 

The chicanery by internationalists which 
brought about West Indian immigration to 
Britain during the 1950s has its parallels in 
the recent ‘banana war.’ The US has now 
forced us to accept South American 
bananas grown in plantations — 
coincidentally owned by multi-millionaire 
cronies of Slick Willie — in preference to 
those produced organically by thousands 
of independent small farmers in former 
British colonies. 

It’s an ironic comment on the total 
subservience of ‘Tory’ Blair to the US that 
America threatened to cause massive job 
losses in the Scottish textile industry if its 
orders were not met in full. Kick us, we 
love it! After a recent spate of factory 
closures, decent jobs in the Borders region 
are in as short supply as ham sandwiches 
at White House Cabinet meetings. But the 
risible ‘special relationship’ always was a 
futile one-way street, even when Britain 
was in a stronger state, as has been well- 
documented by Charmley. 


Unfortunately the British are, in general, 
the most stupid, pig-ignorant race 
imaginable, unable to see how they are 
being undermined and destroyed and 
unwilling to do or even say anything as 
they approach the precipice. The appellation 
of ‘cattle’ is well-chosen. We actively 
invite our own enslavement and destruction. 

George Orwell’s book 1984 is so relevant 
today, with its descriptions of surveillance 
cameras and thought crimes. Indeed the 
‘five minutes hate’, described by Orwell, 
during which the populace hurled insults at 
hated figures on telescreens is a fact today. 
Abu Nidal, Gadaffi, Bin Laden, Saddam or 
Milosevic — the name changes but the 
principle remains the same. 

The greatest crime will continue until 
Britain shakes itself out of its slumber. But 
more and more people are beginning to 
wake up, due to growing insecurity, crime 
and blatant media degeneracy. A Labour 
government which is unable or unwilling to 
confront the jackals of the global market, 
and which begins a piecemeal demolition of 
the welfare state in favour of tinpot training 
schemes cannot endure. Change is coming. 
Count on it. (bnp) 
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THE STAND AT 

IMJIN RIVER By Barnaby Ore 


T he Korean War was 
undoubtedly one of the most 
important conflicts of the 
twentieth century. Yet in 
many ways it is largely for¬ 
gotten, coming so soon after the Second 
World War and being eclipsed by the long 
drawn out disaster of Vietnam. 

Korea was the first time that East and 
West faced up to one another in open 
military conflict and Communist expansion 
was beaten back by the combined forces of 
the United Nations. 

In June 1950 communist North Koreans 
invaded the sovereign nation of South Korea, 
beating back all opposition. America joined 
the war in support of the South Koreans 
and won the backing of the United Nations, 
both ideologically and militarily. Toward 
the end of 1950 the Chinese joined the 
conflict alongside their fellow communists. 
Britain was to play an important role in the 
war that was to come, not the least of 
which at the battle of the Imjin River. 

By 1951 the war had stalled. The Allies 
had pushed north in a strong offensive, 
almost destroying the North Korean Forces, 
only to be counter-attacked by the Chinese 


Gloucesters at afield church parade before the Imjin battle 


and pushed back. By April the two sides 
stared at each others’ positions across No- 
Mans land and awaited the next move. 

Marshall Peng Te Hui had prepared an 
offensive to break the deadlock. He hoped 
to defeat the Allies militarily and make their 
position in Korean untenable. He planned to 
attack all along the Allied line to pin them in 
place, whilst he hit one point with his best 
troops to smash a hole though which his 
men could make an immediate advance on 
Seoul. This attack would be against a front 
seven-and-a-half miles long, along the Imjin 
River. Peng knew that this area was thinly 
manned by only one brigade, as the Allies 
were expecting the attack elsewhere and to 
his mind there was very little that could go 
wrong. The troops used would be the 
veterans of the 187th, 188th and 189th 
Divisions — each 9,000 men strong — 
mostly infantry with six to eight batteries of 
light artillery and about twice this number 
of medium and heavy mortars. 

Holding that seven-and-a-half miles of 
front along the Imjin river was the British 
29th Brigade. The 29th consisted of the 1st 
Battalions of the Royal Northumberland 
Fusiliers, the Gloucestershire Regiment and 
the Royal Ulster Rifles, with an attached 
Belgian battalion. The 25-pounder guns of 
45 Field Regiment and the 4.2 inch mortars 


of 170 mortar battery of the Royal Artillery 
provided fire support. Additional support 
came from the centurion tanks of the 8th 
Kings Royal Irish Hussars. To the west of 
the 29th was the 1st Republic of Korea 
(ROK) Division, while the American 3rd 
Division lay to the east. 

Looking at the map, it appeared to be a 
strong position, with the British holding the 
high ground and having a clear field of fire 
down onto the river. However, these 
advantages were nothing compared to the 
vast size of the area held by the British, IVi 
miles across by 5 miles deep, with the river 
easily fordable by infantry in most places. 
Also important to note is throughout the 
battle, the Chinese were to come at night so 
the clear fields of fire were nullified. 

Throughout the coming battle the British 
received no air cover and no heavy artillery 
support, all of which went to the American 
units which were considered to be more 
heavily pressed. However, it emerged later 
that they were only being pinned so they 
could offer no support to the 29th Brigade 
— the real target of the ferocious assault. 

In the days leading up to April 22, the 
29th had been probing north into no-man’s- 
land in front of their positions using 
‘Gloucester crossing’ and while small 
skirmishes had ensued, nothing suggested 


Lance-Corporal of the Royal Ulster 
Rifles on the front-line 


YOU ARE CROSSING 
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that three Chinese divisions were readying 
an attack. On the morning of the 22nd, 
patrols told of a large enemy build-up on the 
opposite bank and soon 25-pounders and 
mortars were being called onto groups of 
Chinese sent forward to scout the river for 
crossing points. Yet still the size of the 
enemy force facing them wasn't realised, 
due to Chinese ability to move at night and 
remain hidden from allied aircraft during 
the day. Whilst the British prepared to resist 
mere probing attacks, the Chinese were 
planning their total annihilation! 

THE BATTLE BEGINS 

Wary of the activity on the northern 
bank, the Ulsters sent forward a platoon to 
secure the bridge at Ulster crossing (see 
battle map on next page). Moving forward 
in oxford troop carriers, the little platoon 
ran straight into the advancing Chinese 
force. Communist soldiers were moving all 
around them and within seconds one carrier 
had been destroyed and the troops almost 
overrun. Falling back by sections, whilst 
massively outnumbered and in continual 
contact with the enemy, the tiny outfit 
managed to retreat to the British lines where 
Lt. Kavanagh (the platoon’s second in 
command) and five men rejoined their 
battalion. The others were either killed or 
captured; Lt. Craig (the platoon 
commander), leading the rear guard, was 
captured only to escape and rejoin his 
battalion two days later. 

Under the glow of trip flares and with the 
first rounds fired, the battle began in earnest. 
Both ‘A’ and ‘D’ companies of the Glosters 
quickly found themselves in the thick of it, 
as the 187th Chinese Division tried to force 
a crossing. Firing from their entrenchments 
and cal ling in mortar fire to pound the dense 



Lt. Colonel J. Came: Commander of 
the first Gloucesters 


columns, the Glosters made the communists 
pay dearly for every foot they gained. After 
a six-hour battle, outnumbered six to one 
and with ammunition running out, ‘A’ 
company was forced to give ground and 
lost the peak of its position, a feature 
known as Castle Hill. The Glosters grimly 
fixed bayonets and leading the counter 
attack, Lt. Curtis took the Chinese totally 
by surprise and inflicted terrible casualties. 
Curtis went on to single-handedly attack a 
machine-gun post set up on Castle Hill, 
destroying it with a grenade, but lost his 
own life from wounds received in the 
process. He received a posthumous VC for 
his bravery. With the company commander 
killed during the battle, Sgt. Major Gallagher 
assumed command and, with their position 
becoming rapidly untenable, ordered a 
withdrawal to Hill 235 which was to become 


known as Gloster Hill. ‘D’ company had 
also suffered badly in the attack, with 10 
platoon being overrun and losing all but 12 
of its 30 men. Under increasing pressure, 
the order was given to join ‘A’ company 
and pull back to Hill 235. 

Elsewhere, the Belgians were suffering 
heavy attacks all along their line and, despite 
their fierce resistance, were forced to 
withdraw. Leaving one in reserve, three 
companies of the Ulsters moved forward 
to Hill 398 to cover their retreat and hold the 
line. All the Northumberlands’ positions 
were attacked in strength and, due to the 
length of the line, each position faced the 
enemy alone. For St. George’s Day, every 
Fusilier had been issued with the regiment’s 
traditional red and white ‘hackle’ for their 
berets. Commanding the centre. Major John 
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Winn won a DSO for his direction of the 
defence with ‘Z’ company, but ‘X’ 
company, in its impossibly exposed position 
was forced to fall back or be overrun. By 
dawn, ‘Y’ company’s position was equally 
untenable and it too was forced to fall back. 
This allowed the Chinese to push through 


the centre to the point 
where, by daylight, 
the guns of 45 Royal 
Artillery were under 
fire from the 
communists. 

Dawn brought 
home the visible truth 
of the 29th’s 
position. To the 
west, the ROK 
battalion had been 
routed, whilst to the 
east the Chinese had 
cut the road to the 
American lines. The 
British stood alone 
blocking the way to 
Seoul. During the 
daylight hours the 
Chinese dug in, 
expecting air attacks 
that never came. 
Requests for air 
support for the 
beleagured 29th 
never came, as the 
Americans believed 
they were being 
more heavily 
pressed! The 
Northumberlands’ 
‘Z’ company geared 
up to retake its 
position lost in the early hours of the 
morning. Attacking uphill against odds of 6 
to 1 they were briefly able to retake and 
hold the ridge before the Chinese pushed 
them off again. Less than half of the 
company returned. All that remained was 
to dig in and await the night and the inevitable 


onslaught. 

The Chinese had not expected to be held 
up by the British at all, never mind for as 
long as they had been. Consequently their 
plans were already 24 hours behind 
schedule. Peng ordered both the 188th and 
the 189th Divisions (some 18,000 men) to 
attack the Glosters, intending to wipe them 
out and smash a hole in the Allied line. As 
darkness fell the Chinese bugles sounded 
and the attacks began. As the Chinese 
advanced on the Glosters’ positions they 
became disorientated and attacked obliquely 
along ‘B’ company’s front, where they 
were shot down in droves by British fire. 
The Chinese attack plan also took them 
through a series of pre-planned artillery 
‘kill zones’ which also inflicted severe 
casualties. Despite this, they kept coming 
and soon found, and exploited, the gap 
between ‘B’ and ‘C’ companies. ‘C’ 
company, on the lower ground, soon found 
their position critical, as Chinese infantry 
swamped 8 and 9 platoons. At 04.00 hours 
they pulled back to Hill 235 leaving orders 
for ‘B’ company to do the same. ‘B’ 
company soon became closely pressed by 
the enemy and, despite covering fire from 
vickers guns on Hill 235 and continued 
support from 45 RA, only 20 men made it 
to Gloster Hill by dawn. During the night, 
Gloster Hill was attacked in strength. Each 
time the Chinese were beaten off with 
extensive casualties, only to reorganise and 
come again. To keep up the flagging spirits 
of the men, and with the hope of confusing 
the enemy, Drum-Major Phillip Buss replied 
to the bugles of the Chinese by defiantly 
standing up in his slit trench and playing his 
own bugle. With enemy rounds going in all 
around him he played ‘Reveille’, 
‘Cookhouse’, ‘Officers Dress For Dinner’ 
and every other call he knew except, of 
course, retreat. Col. Fred Carne, 
commander on Gloster Hill, also bolstered 
the spirits of the men, walking calmly 
amongst them, pipe in hand, full of 
confidence. Carne was a pillar of strength 
and leading by example, he led the defence 
from the front. He received not only the 
Victoria Cross, but also the American 
Distinguished Service Cross for his 
performance that night. 

Elsewhere, the battle was not going well. 
Ammunition had become so short that at 
one stage the Northumberlands used ration 
tins instead of grenades to fool the Chinese 
into keeping their heads down. At 08.00 
after fighting off wave after wave of 
communist attacks, the order finally came 
to withdraw. The plan was to retreat south 
along the road still held by the Ulsters using 
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Chinese infantry making night advance. At Imjin, they came in their thousands 


the tanks of the 8th Hussars 
both as transport and fire 
support. As the retreat began, 
the Chinese realised what was 
happening and began to attack 
all along the line. Despite the 
fire from the centurion tanks, 
the Chinese poured through the 
gaps in the line and were soon 
swarming over the positions 
now vacated by the British. 

The Hussars then found their 
tanks being assaulted by 
Chinese infantry who hoped to 
destroy them with grenades or 
immobilise them with pole 
charges pushed into the tracks. 

The British had to resort to 
machine-gunning each other’s 
tanks to dislodge the enemy, 
whilst one tank was forced to 
drive through a house to 
dislodge the enemy that had 
climbed aboard. All day the 
centurions racked the hillsides 
with their 20-pounders and machine-guns, 
whilst their comrades ferried the exhausted 
Northumberlands and Ulsters along the 
road to safety. 

The journey south was fraught with 
danger as the Chinese poured fire down on 
the road from the hills above. The British 
fought every step of the way, with many 
injured or being killed as the tanks were 
raked by machine-guns from hidden Chinese 
positions. By nightfall, the last remnants of 
the Ulsters and Northumberlands stumbled 
into the safety of the American line that had 
been hastily established several miles south 
to plug the gap left by the British withdrawal. 


Major Huth, of ‘C’ squadron, 8th Hussars, 
drove the last tank out of the valley and won 
the DSO for his handling of the retreat. All 
were surprised when the remnants of the 
Ulster’s ‘B’ company arrived sometime 
later. Their job had been the hardest as they 
fought a rearguard action, holding up the 
enemy as their comrades withdrew. 
Needless to say, they had not been expected 
to make it. 

For the Glosters there was now no way 
out. With the cold light of day came the 
realisation that they were now without 
artillery support and with the rest of the 
brigade withdrawn the prospect of relief 


was slim. Some air support, in the form of 
F-80 shooting stars did now arrive but, 
when they had done their work and left, the 
Chinese could once more be seen gathering 
on the slopes below for the final charge. 
Col. Carne received news on the last 
remaining radio that there was no relief 
coming and the decision to break out was 
left to his discretion. Leaving the wounded 
with Padre Davis, the order was given for 
each unit to break out as best it could. Each 
company then attempted to break out 
through the enemy lines, ‘A’, ‘B’ and ‘C’ 
companies soon ran into enemy heavy 
machinegun positions and, outnumbered, 
exhausted and with no ammunition, were 
forced to surrender. ‘D’ Company took a 
more circuitous route and successfully 
broke through avoiding enemy patrols for 
two days. The final tragedy occurred when 
they were approaching the allied lines, 
mistaken for enemy forces and fired upon 
by American tanks, losing several casualties 
before the error was realised. 


Royal Ulster rifles with sten guns and grenades 


THE AFTERMATH 

Of the 850 Glosters who had before the 
battle, only 169 survived. The cost of the 
stand at Imjin was high — a quarter of all 
the British forces engaged in the battle were 
either killed or wounded and in excess of 
500 were captured. 

Despite the horrendous casualties, this 
was most certainly a victory for the British 
and the United Nations. Peng’s plan was in 
tatters, this one brigade had for days held 
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First Gloucesters taking up new positions. Armament consists of Lee-Enfield bolt-action rifles and Sten submachine-guns 


up the advance of the entire 63rd Chinese 
army, decimating its effective strength and 
inflicting an estimated 10,000 casualties. 
The three divisions that attacked the British 
were weakened to such an extent that they 
could not hope to punch through the new 
hastily constructed American lines that 
now blocked the way to Seoul. The offensive 
had collapsed and the Chinese had failed. 

General James Von Fleet, commander of 
the Allied operation, called the stand at the 
Imjin River “the most outstanding example 
of unit bravery in modern warfare.” Yet 
there was no denying that the 29th Brigade 
had been effectively abandoned by their 
allies and had, as is continually the case in 
British history, been forced to stand on its 
own. 


The United Nations as a whole suffered 
around 142,000 causalities in their efforts 
to save South Korea from Communist 
domination. United States losses in the 
three years of conflict were only narrowly 
outstripped by those suffered in Vietnam, 
a conflict spanning more than a decade. 
Korea cost the British three times as many 
casualties as the Falklands War. Chinese 
casualties remain unknown, but educated 
estimates put them well into many hundreds 
of thousands. The Koreans themselves 
suffered perhaps over 1 million casualties, 
combatants and non-combatants alike. And 
yet the limited popular awareness of the 
conflict focuses around the American 
comedy film and series M. A.S.H. projecting 
an image much less savage than the reality. 


Lofty Large, a Gloster, who was 
captured by the Chinese, records in his 
book, One Man \s War in Korea that he 
and a number of other prisoners were 
being guarded by the road side shortly 
after the battle, when a jeep pulled up and 
out hopped a senior Chinese General. 
“You Are English?” he asked and when 
they replied that they were he is reported 
as saying: “You fight like this for 
somewhere 10,000 miles from home. 
Heaven help anyone who invades 
England!” 

Editor’s comment. As alluded to by 
Michael Newland in his article on page 14 
6 Why l resigned\if only Britain y s present 
plight were as uncomplicated as an armed 
invasion , all would be well! ( bnp ) 
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FIGHTING THE FOSSILS 


Six ways people kill your ideas 

1. We’ve been doing this for years One way of taking the 
wind out of the new thinking sails is to suggest that it’s nothing 
new and management is already doing this. It’s probably not. But 
the suggestion can be enough to persuade others that it’s not 
worth trying your ideas out. 

2. It won’t work here It’s relatively easy to suggest that your 
organisation is somehow special, with particular needs, 
circumstances and people. Your organisation may well be unique 
but it’s always worth looking at good ideas from elsewhere. 

3. You don ’t really understand Suggesting that some-how you 
don’t really understand things as they are can be an attack on 
your intelligence, your judgement and your credibility. Faced with 
that you have a clear choice: either argue your case and win; or 
say nothing. If you argue and lose then they’re right. If you say 
nothing then others will believe that they’re right. So argue and 
win. 


4. You’ve not been here long enough yet This is based 

on the notion that new ideas only really come from old hands. If 
you hear the phrase “If it was that simple we’d have done it years 
ago” then you'll know that longevity is more important to the 
person speaking than creativity and inquiring thinking. 

5. You’re only looking at half of the problem This can also 
be dressed up as “It’s a lot more complicated than it looks.” If you 
can persuade others that your thoughts are worth at least thinking 
through then you’ll win some ground. Follow it through by saying 
that you’re interested in hearing what the rest of the problem is. 

6. I’ve been thinking along similar lines myself Or it could 

be: “I’m just about to complete some work on that very thing.” 
This is where your slot is squeezed out by someone else keen to 
win ground. If your reputation is strong, you might well be able to 
put your ideas forward anyway. But when there’s a squash on 
time and you’re up against someone with a lot more credibility in 
the bank then forget it. Get credit in the bank by working on safe 
bets then go back and try again. <■»1 


READ BNP PUBLICATIONS 


Read British Nationalist and Spearhead 
for more Nationalist news and views. 

British Nationalist is the broadsheet 
newspaper of the party packed with news 
and facts the controlled mass media don't 


want you to know; Plus the latest news and 
developments on the BNP. Sample copy 86p, 
post free. 

Spearhead is Britain’s longest running 
nationalist magazine. Read Spearhead for an 


in-depth view of nationalist politics. Sample 
copy £ 1.80, post free. 

Cheques/Postal Orders please to British 
Nationalist or Spearhead (state which) at 
P.O. Box 117, Welling, Kent DA 16 3DW. 

(See opposite page for back issues of 
Patriot — issues 1 - 4 shown below left). 
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HISTORY 


THE FALL 
OF THE 
PICTS 




Bg Malcolm Lgoos 


I n 565 AD, St. Columba converted 
the pagan Piets to Christianity. This 
much was recorded by Adomnan, 
Abbott of Iona in his tributary Life 
of St Columba. Columba had 
founded the famous monastery on that 
bleak Hebridean isle in 563 AD, to give 
religious guidance to the colony that his 
Irish Gaelic countrymen had recently 
established on the mainland of Alba. 
Searching for a greater congregation, 
Columba travelled up Glenmore. The 
journey was enlivened unexpectedly when 
Columba had to save one of his monks 
from the jaws of a my sterious and terrifying 
monster which rose out of the depths of 
Loch Ness! Unworried by this near miss, 
and perhaps taking it as a sign of Divine 
intervention, Columba continued on his 
way, until he came upon the stronghold of 
Brude Mailcon’s son, the pre-eminent 
king of the Piets. 

The reason for this visit were twofold: 
to spread the gospels and to ease Pictish 
pressure on the new Gaelic kingdom of 
the Dal Riadan Scots that precariously 
clung to the shores of Argyll. 1 In 559 
Brude had slain Gabran mac Domangort, 
King of Dal Riada, and threatened to re¬ 
occupy the territory lost when Fergus 
mac Ere sailed over from Ireland in 501. 
Fergus had occupied a small area facing 
Northern Ireland. This area was a weak 
point on the coast of the mainland as it 
was on the border between the Pictish 
highlands and the British Celtic Kingdom 
of Strathclyde. 

The Piets were descended from the 
pre-Celtic population of the British Isles. 
They were of Iberian stock and did not, 

34 


apparently, speak an Indo-European 
language. 

THETERROR OF 
ROMAN BRITAIN 

This ancient people had been the terror 
of late Roman Britain, against them the 
Legions trembled. Now the attention of 
the Piets was focused on a weak and 
isolated colony of Scots. 

Columba was born around 521 AD in 
Donegal and was related to the Ui Neill, 
a strong clan which dominated the North 
of Ireland. Columba became a priest 
which meant that he was taught the 
traditional oratorical sills of the bards. 
The Celtic Christian Church was 
intimately linked to the tribal society of 
Ireland, and it was as a tribal priest that 
Columba set up his first monastery on the 
site of present day Londonderry. 

There was constant warfare in Ireland, 
between the North and the South, and 
even within the North. For example it 
took the Ui Neill until 563 to defeat the 
Cruithni in Ulster. The Cruithni were 
closely related to the Piets. 

Columba fell out of favour with a 
local king after involving himself in 
political intrigue. As penance, Columba 
had to go into exile. The Irish in Ireland 
were too distracted by their own 
problems to help their troubled colonists 
over the water, so Columba was sent 
across to redeem himself as a soldier in 
his tribal church. One of Columba’s 
relations, Conaill, was the new king of 
Dal Riada, under the overlordship of 
the powerful Brude. Columba’s mission 
was to ensure the survival of Dal Riada. 
To aid him, Columba took two monks 


from the Cruithni, who would be able to 
act as interpreters. 

THE FATEFUL MEETING 

The traditional site for the encounter 
between Brude and Columba is Craig 
Phadrig, a hill-fort overlooking Inverness. 
This ancient fastness was of timber- 
laced masonry construction. At some 
point in its history the walls had been fired 
and the wood ignited. The great heat so 
generated actually melted the stonework. 
Thus this type of fortress, found 
extensively in Scotland, is known as a 
vitrified fort. Although built around 400 
BC, archaeological evidence has proved 
that Craig Phadrig was re-occupied in the 
post-Roman era, so local legend may well 
be correct in identifying it as the meeting 
place. The now pine-forested slopes of 
Craig Phadrig certainly have a mystic 
aura. 

When Columba’s party reached 
Inverness, they began to sing vespers. 
Pictish druids tried to stop this but Columba 
bellowed out the 46th Psalm and scared 
the Piets off. But, the gates of Brude’s 
stronghold were firmly barred. This was 
not however enough to thwart the Christian 
God. According to Adomnan, Columba 
made the sign of the cross and a bolt from 
the heavens promptly struck open the 
gates. 

Once inside, to prove the superiority of 
his magic, Columba cured Brude’s sick 
druid, Broichan, by having him drink water 
containing a blessed pebble. As a reward, 
Columba demanded the release of an 
Irish slave girl held by Broichan. After 
baptising Brude and obtaining safe 
conduct for his monks to travel onto the 
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Orkneys (whose sub-king was in 
attendance at B rude’s court), Columba 
returned to Iona. Broichan, smarting at 
his loss of face raised a contrary wind to 
prevent Columba sailing back down Loch 
Ness. But as a final indignity, the Gaelic 
monks sailed on against the storm. 

Of course due allowance must be made 
for Christian self-righteousness in this 
triumph over Pictish "perfidy ’. 
Nevertheless, so decisive was Columba’s 
victory that this episode contains the last 
recorded reference to the druids in these 
islands. 

THE POWER OF 
SUPERSTITION 

Columba’s victory was not a result of 
elaborate Christian preaching. Columba 
won by using his bardic oratorical skills to 
boast of the superior magic of his God. 
Columba was primarily a politician, not a 
theologian. Even Adomnan, by this retelling 
of Columba’s supposed deeds, clearly 
believed that Ihe druids had magical 
powers, but that his own God’s powers 


Skye he had a confrontation with a 
massive wild boar, a beast of immense 
pagan significance being one of the 
principal cult animals of northern Europe. 
By vanquishing the boar. Columba was 
seen to be defeating paganism. In re¬ 
telling such tales around the feast halls, 
the Celtic Christian missionaries showed 
great understanding for and even a degree 
of sympathy with the old beliefs. Of 
course, tales such as this one only 
reinforced the notion of the greater pc 
of the Christian God and so aided further 
conversions. 

The Celtic Church was very tolerant 
of pagan imagery. Patiently and tolerantly, 
Pictish pagan meanings were replaced 
by Christian ones. For example the 
Monymusk Reliquary, a box that once 
contained a holy relic, which dates from 
the mid-7th century, is richly decorated 
with patterns borrowed from the pagan 
Piets. 

All of this facilitated the gradual erosion 
of the predominant political power of the 


Nor did Pictish power collapse overnight. 
For many years to come, the Piets were 
to remain a vigorous force. 

TIMELESS CONNECTIONS 

The story of Iona and St. Columba 
illustrates the interlocking and timeless 
relationships between the various parts 
of the British Isles. It also exposes the 
shallowness of those who like to portray 
Scotland as a naturally Gaelic country. 
Had Columba failed in his mission, the 
ish tongue may still have been spoken 
in the remote glens to this day. Iona 
became one of the great centres of the 
Irish church. It united the Dalraidan Scots 
with their Gaelic countrymen in Ireland, 
and it sucked the Piets into that cultural 
area. 

Ian Findlay, in his biography of Columba 
put it this way: 

The family of Iona and the kingdom of 
Dalraida were two sides of the same 
coin, or better two edges of the Scotic 
blade driven into Alba.’ For behind the 
scenes, cultural erosion was the portent 



The story of the Piets shows clearly how once a people lose their culture, oblivion follows. The word ‘ pecht 9 
quickly became one of abuse. Now little remains of their existence, except some carvings on stones and 
inscribed jewelry . Examples of which are shown with this article 


were superior. As a result of this, the 
Pictish version of Celtic Christianity was 
not doctrinally based at all. 

Brude agreed to allow Columba to stay 
at Iona, which lay on the border between 
Dal Riadan and Pictish territory. This is 
probably why Conaill was so ready to let 
Columba base himself there in the first 
place. 

Columba went on to spend nine years 
travelling through the rest of pictland. On 
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Piets in Scotland. The Piets were not 
converted at a stroke. The southern Piets 
had been visited by St. Ninian as far back 
as 400 AD, but judging from the absence 
of early churches, their conversion was 
only complete by the late 7th century. 
The northern Piets do not appear to be 
fully Christian until the late 8th century. 


of Kenneth mac Alpin’s seizure of the 
Pictish throne in 843 AD. Their 
conversion to a Gaelic-based religion can 
be seen as the first stage in the destruction 
of the Piets. It undermined their language 
and culture, and gave succour to their 
eventual overlords, the Scots. Columba 
heralded the fall of the Piets! 0) 


Footnote: 1. Named after the Airgialla, a name meaning ‘hostage givers’. They were originally a tribe under 
the domination of the Ui Neill in central Ulster. Their migration to Alba was possibly undertaken to shake 
off their servile position. 
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New Millennium 
New Dawn Calendar 


SERVICES 


TYR Services are proud to present a year 2000 use and one as a present. Price £8.50 each 

Nationalist calendar. In full colour, A4, there are 12 including post & packing or two for £15! 

beautifully drawn and inspiring images of European folk. Sendcheques/POs payable to ‘Tyr Services’ at 

This is bound to be popular and is an ideal gift idea so BCM Tyr Services, London WC 1 N 3XX. 

why not buy two at the same time — one for day to day Get yours today ! 
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